Course-Section: ART 210 01

Title Visual Concepts
Instructor: Gardner ,Symmes
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 14

Questions
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General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page
JUN 28,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.29 839/1447 4.29 4.27 4.31 4.31
4.71 292/1447 4.41 4.23 4.27 4.23
4.54 51471241 4.77 4.41 4.33 4.35
4.64 336/1402 4.47 4.21 4.24 4.24
3.86 952/1358 3.50 3.65 4.11 4.12
3.36 1192/1316 3.40 3.62 4.14 4.08
4.29 739/1427 4.16 3.91 4.19 4.14
4.86 619/1447 4.87 4.47 4.69 4.70
4.38 478/1434 4.05 4.04 4.10 3.97
4.50 798/1387 4.54 4.39 4.46 4.42
5.00 171387 4.73 4.70 4.73 4.71
4.40 748/1386 4.42 4.27 4.32 4.24
4.60 549/1380 4.52 4.29 4.32 4.30
4.00 65271193 4.49 4.41 4.02 4.04
4.00 710/1172 4.18 4.08 4.15 4.12
3.86 968/1182 4.31 4.31 4.35 4.30
4.71 440/1170 4.41 4.35 4.38 4.32
4.00 ****/ 800 3.56 4.22 4.06 4.01
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 14 Non-major

#i#H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 210 02

Title Visual Concepts
Instructor: Panfile,Natalia
Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

Bal
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General

. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals

Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals

Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals

Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained

How many times was class cancelled

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.21 909/1447 4.29 4.27 4.31 4.31 4.21
3.71 124371447 4.41 4.23 4.27 4.23 3.71
4.33 ****/1241 477 4.41 4.33 4.35 KRR*
4.00 976/1402 4.47 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.00
2.33 134471358 3.50 3.65 4.11 4.12 2.33
2.67 1288/1316 3.40 3.62 4.14 4.08 2.67
3.58 123471427 4.16 3.91 4.19 4.14 3.58
5.00 171447 4.87 4.47 4.69 4.70 5.00
3.36 1286/1434 4.05 4.04 4.10 3.97 3.36
3.62 1294/1387 4.54 4.39 4.46 4.42 3.62
4.23 1268/1387 4.73 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.23
3.42 1280/1386 4.42 4.27 4.32 4.24 3.42
3.58 1223/1380 4.52 4.29 4.32 4.30 3.58
4.08 620/1193 4.49 4.41 4.02 4.04 4.08
3.70 90471172 4.18 4.08 4.15 4.12 3.70
3.90 941/1182 4.31 4.31 4.35 4.30 3.90
3.50 1070/1170 4.41 4.35 4.38 4.32 3.50
2.40 785/ 800 3.56 4.22 4.06 4.01 2.40

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 4
Under-grad 14 Non-major 10

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 210 03

Title Visual Concepts
Instructor: Shiflet,Nicole
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 11

Questions
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page
JUN 28,
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.45 65471447 4.29 4.27 4.31 4.31
4.64 389/1447 4.41 4.23 4.27 4.23
5.00 ****/1241 4.77 4.41 4.33 4.35
4.27 74571402 4.47 4.21 4.24 4.24
4.00 79971358 3.50 3.65 4.11 4.12
3.89 921/1316 3.40 3.62 4.14 4.08
4.55 410/1427 4.16 3.91 4.19 4.14
4.82 727/1447 4.87 4.47 4.69 4.70
4.11 786/1434 4.05 4.04 4.10 3.97
5.00 171387 4.54 4.39 4.46 4.42
4.71 91971387 4.73 4.70 4.73 4.71
4.71 366/1386 4.42 4.27 4.32 4.24
4.71 392/1380 4.52 4.29 4.32 4.30
4.83 89/1193 4.49 4.41 4.02 4.04
4.00 710/1172 4.18 4.08 4.15 4.12
4.67 430/1182 4.31 4.31 4.35 4.30
4.33 710/1170 4.41 4.35 4.38 4.32
5.00 ****/ 800 3.56 4.22 4.06 4.01
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 11 Non-major

#i#H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 210 04

Title Visual Concepts
Instructor: Shiflet,Nicole
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2010

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.75 1257/1447 4.29 4.27 4.31 4.31 3.75
4.42 662/1447 4.41 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.42
5.00 ****/1241 A4.77 4.41 4.33 4.35 F***
4.64 347/1402 4.47 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.64
3.80 987/1358 3.50 3.65 4.11 4.12 3.80
3.09 124971316 3.40 3.62 4.14 4.08 3.09
4.00 971/1427 4.16 3.91 4.19 4.14 4.00
4.83 673/1447 4.87 4.47 4.69 4.70 4.83
4.22 668/1434 4.05 4.04 4.10 3.97 4.22
4.75 429/1387 4.54 4.39 4.46 4.42 4.75
4.78 829/1387 4.73 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.78
4.67 431/1386 4.42 4.27 4.32 4.24 4.67
4.78 312/1380 4.52 4.29 4.32 4.30 4.78
4.88 75/1193 4.49 4.41 4.02 4.04 4.88
4.29 55971172 4.18 4.08 4.15 4.12 4.29
4.14 80371182 4.31 4.31 4.35 4.30 4.14
4.86 275/1170 4.41 4.35 4.38 4.32 4.86
4.00 423/ 800 3.56 4.22 4.06 4.01 4.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 4
Under-grad 12 Non-major 8

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 210 05

Title Visual Concepts
Instructor: Moren,Lisa
Enrollment: 13

Questionnaires: 12

Questions
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Seminar

. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
. Did presentations contribute to what you learned
- Were criteria for grading made clear
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page
JUN 28,
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.73 34271447 4.29 4.27 4.31 4.31
4.55 48971447 4.41 4.23 4.27 4.23
5.00 171241 4.77 4.41 4.33 4.35
4.82 157/1402 4.47 4.21 4.24 4.24
4.50 ****/1358 3.50 3.65 4.11 4.12
4.00 812/1316 3.40 3.62 4.14 4.08
4.36 64471427 4.16 3.91 4.19 4.14
4.82 727/1447 4.87 4.47 4.69 4.70
4.18 712/1434 4.05 4.04 4.10 3.97
4.82 337/1387 4.54 4.39 4.46 4.42
4.91 528/1387 4.73 4.70 4.73 4.71
4.91 136/1386 4.42 4.27 4.32 4.24
4.91 159/1380 4.52 4.29 4.32 4.30
4.64 205/1193 4.49 4.41 4.02 4.04
4.91 12471172 4.18 4.08 4.15 4.12
5.00 171182 4.31 4.31 4.35 4.30
4.64 501/1170 4.41 4.35 4.38 4.32
4.29 318/ 800 3.56 4.22 4.06 4.01
5.00 ****/ 66 **** 4.79 4.58 4.43
4.00 ****/ 65 ****x 4,71 4.42 4.36
3.00 ****/ 64 **** 4,28 4.09 3.70
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 12 Non-major

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 211 02

Title Visual Concepts I11/Cam
Instructor: Fannon,Jill K.
Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 14

Questions
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Baltimore County

Spring 2010

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 83
JUN 28, 2010
Job IRBR3029

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.79 276/1447 4.54 4.27 4.31 4.31 4.79
4.71 292/1447 4.59 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.71
4.55 505/1241 4.31 4.41 4.33 4.35 4.55
4.86 129/1402 4.63 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.86
4.07 761/1358 3.87 3.65 4.11 4.12 4.07
4.54 362/1316 3.92 3.62 4.14 4.08 4.54
4.57 373/1427 4.43 3.91 4.19 4.14 4.57
4.64 978/1447 4.78 4.47 4.69 4.70 4.64
4.85 105/1434 4.42 4.04 4.10 3.97 4.85
4.80 35371387 4.70 4.39 4.46 4.42 4.80
5.00 171387 4.87 4.70 4.73 4.71 5.00
4.80 253/1386 4.73 4.27 4.32 4.24 4.80
4.90 15971380 4.65 4.29 4.32 4.30 4.90
5.00 171193 4.70 4.41 4.02 4.04 5.00
5.00 171172 4.48 4.08 4.15 4.12 5.00
5.00 171182 4.72 4.31 4.35 4.30 5.00
5.00 171170 4.74 4.35 4.38 4.32 5.00
5.00 ****/ 800 4.02 4.22 4.06 4.01 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 10
Under-grad 14 Non-major 4

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 211 03

Title Visual Concepts I11/Cam
Instructor: Cazabon,Lynn
Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 14

Questions
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Baltimore County
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.14 971/1447 4.54 4.27 4.31 4.31 4.14
4.43 648/1447 4.59 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.43
4.50 ****/1241 4.31 4.41 4.33 4.35 Fx**
4.46 54271402 4.63 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.46
3.86 952/1358 3.87 3.65 4.11 4.12 3.86
3.38 1180/1316 3.92 3.62 4.14 4.08 3.38
4.64 301/1427 4.43 3.91 4.19 4.14 4.64
4.69 92871447 4.78 4.47 4.69 4.70 4.69
3.83 1031/1434 4.42 4.04 4.10 3.97 3.83
4.54 755/1387 4.70 4.39 4.46 4.42 4.54
4.77 844/1387 4.87 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.77
4.46 663/1386 4.73 4.27 4.32 4.24 4.46
4.38 775/1380 4.65 4.29 4.32 4.30 4.38
4.60 22471193 4.70 4.41 4.02 4.04 4.60
4.22 60071172 4.48 4.08 4.15 4.12 4.22
4.56 521/1182 4.72 4.31 4.35 4.30 4.56
4.67 480/1170 4.74 4.35 4.38 4.32 4.67
4.33 290/ 800 4.02 4.22 4.06 4.01 4.33

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 12
Under-grad 14 Non-major 2

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 211 04

Title Visual Concepts I11/Cam
Instructor: Silberg, Steven
Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 14

Questions
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.69 375/1447 4.54 4.27 4.31 4.31 4.69
4.62 413/1447 4.59 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.62
4.08 891/1241 4.31 4.41 4.33 4.35 4.08
4.58 402/1402 4.63 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.58
3.69 106371358 3.87 3.65 4.11 4.12 3.69
3.85 944/1316 3.92 3.62 4.14 4.08 3.85
4.08 93171427 4.43 3.91 4.19 4.14 4.08
5.00 171447 4.78 4.47 4.69 4.70 5.00
4.58 290/1434 4.42 4.04 4.10 3.97 4.58
4.75 429/1387 4.70 4.39 4.46 4.42 4.75
4.83 707/1387 4.87 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.83
4.92 122/1386 4.73 4.27 4.32 4.24 4.92
4.67 463/1380 4.65 4.29 4.32 4.30 4.67
4.50 288/1193 4.70 4.41 4.02 4.04 4.50
4.23 593/1172 4.48 4.08 4.15 4.12 4.23
4.62 480/1182 4.72 4.31 4.35 4.30 4.62
4.54 559/1170 4.74 4.35 4.38 4.32 4.54
3.70 600/ 800 4.02 4.22 4.06 4.01 3.70

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 10
Under-grad 14 Non-major 4

#i#H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 212 01

Title Visual Concepts 111/3D

Instructor:

Bradley,Stephen

Enrollment: 15

Questionnaires: 13
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Questions

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Frequencies
1 2 3
2 3 2
2 1 5
2 0 O
2 0 3
2 2 2
4 0 5
3 3 2
0O 0 ©O
2 0 1
1 2 2
1 0 O
2 0 3
1 2 3
2 0 2
2 0 2
1 0 3
1 0 3
0o 3 1
0O 0 1
0o 0 1
o 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 1 o
0O 0 o©
0O 0 ©O
1 0 O
o 1 o
2 0 1
0O 0 3
1 0 1
o 1 2
0O 0 2
o 2 1
o 1 1
o 1 1
0o 1 o
1 1 O
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.31 3.31
4.27 4.23 3.15
4.33 4.35 2.75
4.24 4.24 3.62
4.11 4.12 3.18
4.14 4.08 2.75
4.19 4.14 2.67
4.69 4.70 4.38
4.10 3.97 2.60
4.46 4.42 3.77
4.73 4.71 4.58
4.32 4.24 3.69
4.32 4.30 3.58
4.02 4.04 3.75
4.15 4.12 3.75
4.35 4.30 4.00
4.38 4.32 4.00
4.06 4.01 2.60
4.34 447 Fx*F*
4.34 4.38 Fx**
4.48 4.57 Fx**
4.33 4.46 F***
4.20 4.15 F***
4.58 4.43 F***
4.56 4.28 F***
4.41 3.79 FF*F*
4.42 4.36 F**F*
4.49 2.25 2.25
4.25 3.25 3.25
4 . 52 E = = HkKkk
4 . 30 = = 3 k= = 3
4 . 43 k= = = =
4 . 72 ke = = k. = =
4 . 57 k. = = k. = =
4 . 64 E = = E = =
4 . 60 E = = 3 E = =
4 . 6 l k. = = ke = =
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Title Visual Concepts 111/3D Baltimore County JUN 28, 2010
Instructor: Bradley,Stephen Spring 2010 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 15

Questionnaires: 13 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 Required for Majors 11 Graduate 0 Major 11
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 3 General 0 Under-grad 13 Non-major 2
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives 0 #iH# - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 0
? 0



Course-Section: ART 212 02

Title Visual Concepts 111/3D
Instructor: Young, Shannon
Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 10

Questions
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Baltimore County

Spring 2010

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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abhwbNPF
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

[ eNoNololoNoNoNa]
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 1 3 2
o 1 1 2 5
6 1 0 1 1
0o 0O 3 1 5
2 0 3 2 2
o o 3 2 3
o 1 2 1 4
o o0 o 1 2
o o0 1 2 2
o o0 2 1 4
o o0 1 2 1
o 0 1 2 5
o 1 o0 4 3
1 0 o 3 1
o o0 2 1 1
o 1 1 2 ©0
o 1 o0 2 1
3 0 0 1 1

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.50 133971447 3.59 4.27 4.31 4.31
3.40 1350/1447 3.53 4.23 4.27 4.23
3.25 1188/1241 3.50 4.41 4.33 4.35
3.40 1286/1402 3.80 4.21 4.24 4.24
3.13 1278/1358 3.09 3.65 4.11 4.12
3.40 1172/1316 2.91 3.62 4.14 4.08
3.40 129171427 3.33 3.91 4.19 4.14
4.60 101871447 4.55 4.47 4.69 4.70
3.20 1325/1434 3.20 4.04 4.10 3.97
3.67 1282/1387 3.88 4.39 4.46 4.42
4.11 1300/1387 4.51 4.70 4.73 4.71
3.67 1220/1386 3.67 4.27 4.32 4.24
3.33 1284/1380 3.67 4.29 4.32 4.30
4.00 65271193 4.17 4.41 4.02 4.04
3.20 1067/1172 3.68 4.08 4.15 4.12
2.80 115271182 3.99 4.31 4.35 4.30
3.20 112471170 3.98 4.35 4.38 4.32
3.50 ****/ 800 3.55 4.22 4.06 4.01

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major
Under-grad 10 Non-major

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 212 03

Title Visual Concepts 111/3D
Instructor: Faura,Joseph J.
Enrollment: 12

Questionnaires: 10

Questions
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General
. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

OCoO~NUOB_NPE

Lecture
Were the instructor"s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

abhwNE

Discussion
. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
. Were all students actively encouraged to participate
. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion

WN P

RPRRRR

www

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0 1 3 4
0O 0O o0 4 4
1 o0 1 1 3
1 3 1 2 1
0O 0 1 1 6
o 0O o o0 3
1 0o 1 2 2
0O 0O O 3 5
o 0O O o0 2
o o0 1 5 2
1 0 2 1 2
o O o 2 1
o o0 1 3 1
o O O 1 1
o O o 2 3

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.70 1277/1447 3.59 4.27 4.31 4.31 3.70
3.80 1210/1447 3.53 4.23 4.27 4.23 3.80
4.11 900/1402 3.80 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.11
2.78 132871358 3.09 3.65 4.11 4.12 2.78
3.90 1077/1427 3.33 3.91 4.19 4.14 3.90
4.70 928/1447 4.55 4.47 4.69 4.70 4.70
3.20 1325/1434 3.20 4.04 4.10 3.97 3.20
3.78 1258/1387 3.88 4.39 4.46 4.42 3.78
4.78 829/1387 4.51 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.78
3.33 1290/1386 3.67 4.27 4.32 4.24 3.33
3.75 116971380 3.67 4.29 4.32 4.30 3.75
4.44 340/1193 4.17 4.41 4.02 4.04 4.44
3.57 970/1172 3.68 4.08 4.15 4.12 3.57
4.57 508/1182 3.99 4.31 4.35 4.30 4.57
4.00 864/1170 3.98 4.35 4.38 4.32 4.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 7
Under-grad 10 Non-major 3

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 212 04

Title Visual Concepts 111/3D
Instructor: Young, Shannon
Enrollment: 13

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2010

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 89
JUN 28, 2010
Job IRBR3029

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned

Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject

Did the lectures contribute to what you learned

abhwbNPF

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate

AWNPF

Were special techniques successful

Did written assignments contribute to what you learned

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Was lecture material presented and explained clearly

Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o o 2 3 3
0O 0O O 5 5
9 0 O o0 2
1 0 1 2 4
6 1 0 3 2
3 2 1 2 2
1 0 2 5 2
0O O O 0 &6
o O o 2 8
o 0 o 2 5
0O 0O O 0 5
o o0 o 3 7
0O 0O O 4 5
1 0 1 1 1
O 0O o 2 4
o 1 o0 o0 o
o 0 1 0 oO
6 0 O o0 2

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.85 1206/1447 3.59 4.27 4.31 4.31 3.85
3.75 122871447 3.53 4.23 4.27 4.23 3.75
4.50 54171241 3.50 4.41 4.33 4.35 4.50
4.08 92371402 3.80 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.08
3.29 1244/1358 3.09 3.65 4.11 4.12 3.29
2.57 1295/1316 2.91 3.62 4.14 4.08 2.57
3.36 130371427 3.33 3.91 4.19 4.14 3.36
4.50 1079/1447 4.55 4.47 4.69 4.70 4.50
3.80 1052/1434 3.20 4.04 4.10 3.97 3.80
4.31 1000/1387 3.88 4.39 4.46 4.42 4.31
4.58 1072/1387 4.51 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.58
4.00 1047/1386 3.67 4.27 4.32 4.24 4.00
4.00 1030/1380 3.67 4.29 4.32 4.30 4.00
4.50 288/1193 4.17 4.41 4.02 4.04 4.50
4.20 61971172 3.68 4.08 4.15 4.12 4.20
4.60 490/1182 3.99 4.31 4.35 4.30 4.60
4.70 459/1170 3.98 4.35 4.38 4.32 4.70
4.50 195/ 800 3.55 4.22 4.06 4.01 4.50

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 10
Under-grad 13 Non-major 3

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 213 01

Title Visual Concepts 1V/4D
Instructor: Valiente,Christ
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 13

Questions
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O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O O O 0 6
0O 0O O 0 5
11 1 o0 1 o©
2 0 1 1 4
5 0 0 4 2
7 0 1 2 1
0O 0O O 3 &6
o 0O O 3 9
o o o 2 3
o 0O o 1 4
0O 0O O o0 o
0O O O o0 8
o o0 1 1 3
o o0 o 1 1
o O o 2 1
o 0O o 1 2
o 0O o 1 2
6 0 O 0 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

JUN 28,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.50 58571447 4.47 4.27 4.31 4.31
4.58 447/1447 4.31 4.23 4.27 4.23
2.00 ****/1241 4.63 4.41 4.33 4.35
4.18 836/1402 4.32 4.21 4.24 4.24
3.33 123171358 3.93 3.65 4.11 4.12
3.40 1172/1316 3.77 3.62 4.14 4.08
4.08 931/1427 3.94 3.91 4.19 4.14
3.75 1419/1447 4.24 4.47 4.69 4.70
4.36 503/1434 3.97 4.04 4.10 3.97
4.45 850/1387 4.52 4.39 4.46 4.42
5.00 171387 4.88 4.70 4.73 4.71
4.27 863/1386 4.38 4.27 4.32 4.24
4.27 868/1380 4.33 4.29 4.32 4.30
4.73 149/1193 4.66 4.41 4.02 4.04
4.29 55971172 4.31 4.08 4.15 4.12
4.43 621/1182 4.47 4.31 4.35 4.30
4.43 640/1170 4.56 4.35 4.38 4.32
5.00 ****/ 800 4.26 4.22 4.06 4.01
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 13 Non-major

#i## - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 213 02

Title Visual Concepts 1V/4D
Instructor: Moren,Lisa
Enrollment: 13

Questionnaires: 11

Questions
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O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O O 1 1
0O 0O o 1 4
3 0 0 1 1
1 0 0 o0 1
5 0 0 1 2
5 0 0 2 1
o 0O o 2 5
o o o 1 7
1 0 1 1 4
o 0O O o0 3
o 0O O o0 2
o O o 1 2
o O o 2 1
1 0 o0 1 o
o 0O O o0 1
o 0O O o0 1
o 0O O o0 1
1 0 2 0 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.73 342/1447 4.47 4.27 4.31 4.31 4.73
4.45 60471447 4.31 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.45
4.63 427/1241 4.63 4.41 4.33 4.35 4.63
4.90 93/1402 4.32 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.90
4.33 52971358 3.93 3.65 4.11 4.12 4.33
4.17 700/1316 3.77 3.62 4.14 4.08 4.17
4.18 850/1427 3.94 3.91 4.19 4.14 4.18
4.18 129171447 4.24 4.47 4.69 4.70 4.18
3.71 1117/1434 3.97 4.04 4.10 3.97 3.71
4.70 52171387 4.52 4.39 4.46 4.42 4.70
4.78 82971387 4.88 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.78
4.56 558/1386 4.38 4.27 4.32 4.24 4.56
4.50 65971380 4.33 4.29 4.32 4.30 4.50
4.75 131/1193 4.66 4.41 4.02 4.04 4.75
4.83 163/1172 4.31 4.08 4.15 4.12 4.83
4.83 271/1182 4.47 4.31 4.35 4.30 4.83
4.83 295/1170 4.56 4.35 4.38 4.32 4.83
3.80 562/ 800 4.26 4.22 4.06 4.01 3.80

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 8
Under-grad 11 Non-major 3

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 213 03

Title Visual Concepts 1V/4D
Instructor: Mayhew, James
Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 14

Questions
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abhwbNPF

AWNPF
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information
. Were necessary materials available for lab activities
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 0 1 5
o 1 o0 2 4
11 o0 o0 o0 o
o o 2 1 3
3 1 1 4 1
2 1 2 3 2
o 0O 3 3 3
O 0O O o 4
o O o 2 8
o o0 o 2 3
0O 0O O o0 1
o 0O o 2 4
1 0 o 3 2
o 0 o 1 2
o 1 o0 2 4
o o0 1 3 3
o o0 o 2 3
4 0 O 0 3
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.21 90971447 4.47 4.27 4.31 4.31 4.21
4.14 956/1447 4.31 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.14
5.00 ****/1241 4.63 4.41 4.33 4.35 F***
4.21 807/1402 4.32 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.21
3.55 1152/1358 3.93 3.65 4.11 4.12 3.55
3.50 1134/1316 3.77 3.62 4.14 4.08 3.50
3.71 118071427 3.94 3.91 4.19 4.14 3.71
4.71 901/1447 4.24 4.47 4.69 4.70 4.71
3.91 0983/1434 3.97 4.04 4.10 3.97 3.91
4.36 941/1387 4.52 4.39 4.46 4.42 4.36
4.91 528/1387 4.88 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.91
4.27 863/1386 4.38 4.27 4.32 4.24 4.27
4.20 940/1380 4.33 4.29 4.32 4.30 4.20
4.64 205/1193 4.66 4.41 4.02 4.04 4.64
3.91 801/1172 4.31 4.08 4.15 4.12 3.91
3.91 941/1182 4.47 4.31 4.35 4.30 3.91
4.36 687/1170 4.56 4.35 4.38 4.32 4.36
4.57 169/ 800 4.26 4.22 4.06 4.01 4.57

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 11
Under-grad 14 Non-major 3

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Title Visual Concepts 1V/4D
Instructor: Moren,Lisa
Enrollment: 15

Questionnaires: 14

Questions
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General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O o 2 4
o 0 2 1 4
11 o0 o0 1 o
1 0 1 3 4
8 0O O 1 O
9 0 0 2 1
o 1 1 2 5
o o o 1 7
1 o 1 2 3
o o o 2 1
o 0O O o0 2
o o o 2 3
o o0 1 2 1
o 0 1 o0 2
o 0O O 3 2
o o0 o 1 1
o 0 1 o0 1
5 0 0 1 1

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
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Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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W 0 0 Ul

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.43 695/1447 4.47 4.27 4.31 4.31 4.43
4.08 101171447 4.31 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.08
4.33 ****/1241 4.63 4.41 4.33 4.35 KRR*
4.00 976/1402 4.32 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.00
4.50 345/1358 3.93 3.65 4.11 4.12 4.50
4.00 812/1316 3.77 3.62 4.14 4.08 4.00
3.77 1160/1427 3.94 3.91 4.19 4.14 3.77
4.31 122371447 4.24 4.47 4.69 4.70 4.31
3.89 996/1434 3.97 4.04 4.10 3.97 3.89
4.55 741/1387 4.52 4.39 4.46 4.42 4.55
4.83 707/1387 4.88 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.83
4.42 733/1386 4.38 4.27 4.32 4.24 4.42
4.33 815/1380 4.33 4.29 4.32 4.30 4.33
4.55 262/1193 4.66 4.41 4.02 4.04 4.55
4.20 61971172 4.31 4.08 4.15 4.12 4.20
4.70 400/1182 4.47 4.31 4.35 4.30 4.70
4.60 522/1170 4.56 4.35 4.38 4.32 4.60
4.40 250/ 800 4.26 4.22 4.06 4.01 4.40

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 10
Under-grad 14 Non-major 4

#i#H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 214 01

Title Drawing |

Instructor:

Chan, Irene

Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2010

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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Required for Majors

N = T TOO
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General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.14 1396/1447 4.13
2.85 1415/1447 3.87
2.92 1370/1402 3.88
3.43 120371358 3.16
2.20 1307/1316 2.20
3.46 1271/1427 3.42
4.54 1060/1447 4.52
3.00 134971434 3.87
3.58 1298/1387 4.13
4.08 1306/1387 4.62
3.25 129971386 3.99
3.42 1267/1380 4.11
2.90 1117/1193 3.70
3.30 105071172 3.60
4.20 767/1182 4.50
4.20 798/1170 4.47
3.50 655/ 800 4.13

Type
Graduate 0
Under-grad 14

#### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 214 02

Title Drawing |
Instructor: Nohe, Timothy
Enrol Iment: 19

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2010

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 95
JUN 28, 2010
Job IRBR3029
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion

. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
. Were all students actively encouraged to participate
. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion

Self Paced

. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
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0

Frequencies

1 2 3 4
0O 0 1 4
0O 0 2 4
0O 0O o0 o
0O O 0 5
1 2 3 3
o 2 7 4
0O O o0 3
o o0 1 7
o 0 2 O
o 0 o0 1
o o0 1 1
0O O o0 3
0O 0 o0 1
1 0 1 1
0O 0O o0 O
0O 0 o0 o0
0O 0 o0 1

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

=
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~ArOO~NO

AN

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.57 507/1447 4.13 4.27 4.31 4.31 4.57
4.43 648/1447 3.87 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.43
5.00 ****/1241 **** 4_.41 4.33 4.35 ****
4.44 567/1402 3.88 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.44
2.89 131971358 3.16 3.65 4.11 4.12 2.89
3.29 1325/1427 3.42 3.91 4.19 4.14 3.29
4.77 81971447 4.52 4.47 4.69 4.70 4.77
4.31 578/1434 3.87 4.04 4.10 3.97 4.31
4.50 798/1387 4.13 4.39 4.46 4.42 4.50
4.88 60471387 4.62 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.88
4.63 483/1386 3.99 4.27 4.32 4.24 4.63
4.63 520/1380 4.11 4.29 4.32 4.30 4.63
4.80 100/1193 3.70 4.41 4.02 4.04 4.80
3.60 95871172 3.60 4.08 4.15 4.12 3.60
5.00 171182 4.50 4.31 4.35 4.30 5.00
5.00 171170 4.47 4.35 4.38 4.32 5.00

Required for Majors

N = T T1O O
RPOOOOONN

General

Electives

Other

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 10
Under-grad 15 Non-major 5

#i#H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 214 03

Title Drawing |
Instructor: Kissack,Lyle
Enrol Iment: 16

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2010

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 96
JUN 28, 2010
Job IRBR3029
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General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o O o 1 2
o o0 1 1 3
11 o0 o0 o0 o
1 o0 1 1 3
10 0 O 1 o
2 1 2 1 3
o 0O O o0 9
o 0 1 o0 4
o o 1 1 2
o 0O O o0 1
o 0 1 1 4
o 1 o0 o0 3
5 1 0 1 2
o 1 1 2 ©O
o 0O O 3 1
o o0 1 1 3
6 0 O o0 1

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T TIOO
[eNeoNeoNoNaN il Nl

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

RPORMOO gwWwwror~No©o

w o1 o o

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.67 408/1447 4.13 4.27 4.31 4.31 4.67
4.33 766/1447 3.87 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.33
5.00 ****/1241 **** 441 4.33 4.35 F***
4.27 74571402 3.88 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.27
4.00 ****/1316 2.20 3.62 4.14 4.08 ****
3.50 125971427 3.42 3.91 4.19 4.14 3.50
4.25 125271447 4.52 4.47 4.69 4.70 4.25
4.30 578/1434 3.87 4.04 4.10 3.97 4.30
4.30 1000/1387 4.13 4.39 4.46 4.42 4.30
4.90 528/1387 4.62 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.90
4.10 1006/1386 3.99 4.27 4.32 4.24 4.10
4.30 840/1380 4.11 4.29 4.32 4.30 4.30
3.40 99971193 3.70 4.41 4.02 4.04 3.40
3.90 80171172 3.60 4.08 4.15 4.12 3.90
4.30 714/1182 4.50 4.31 4.35 4.30 4.30
4.20 798/1170 4.47 4.35 4.38 4.32 4.20
4.75 103/ 800 4.13 4.22 4.06 4.01 4.75

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 5
Under-grad 12 Non-major 7

##H#Ht - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 220 01

Title Art History 1

Instructor:

Feldman,Joan S

Enrollment: 123

Questionnaires: 67

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNE

Questions

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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o 1 7
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0O 0 1
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0O 0 1

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2010
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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JUN 28, 2010

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.31 4.13
4.27 4.23 4.42
4.33 4.35 4.43
4.24 4.24 4.05
4.11 4.12 4.15
4.14 4.08 3.87
4.19 4.14 4.20
4.69 4.70 4.82
4.10 3.97 3.95
4.46 4.42 4.58
4.73 4.71 4.78
4.32 4.24 4.43
4.32 4.30 4.54
4.02 4.04 4.23
4.15 4.12 3.85
4.35 4.30 4.00
4.38 4.32 4.20
4.06 4.01 ****
4.34 447 Fx*F*
4.34 4.38 Fx**
4.48 4.57 Fx**
4.33 4.46 F***
4.20 4.15 F***
4.58 4.43 F***
4.56 4.28 F***
4.41 3.79 F***
4.42 4.36 F**F*
4.09 3.70 F***
4.49 2.25 FF**
4.25 3.25 xF**
4 . 52 = = 3 k= = 3
4 . 30 k= = = = 3
4 . 43 E = = E = = 3
4 . 72 ke = = 3 . = = 3
4 . 57 E = = 3 E = =
4 . 64 E = = 3 E = = 3
4 . 60 ko = = ko = = 3
4 . 6 l o = = ke = =



Course-Section: ART 220 01 University of Maryland Page 97

Title Art History 1 Baltimore County JUN 28, 2010
Instructor: Feldman,Joan S Spring 2010 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 123

Questionnaires: 67 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 14 0.00-0.99 1 A 43 Required for Majors 35 Graduate 0 Major 31
28-55 14 1.00-1.99 0 B 17
56-83 5 2.00-2.99 9 C 4 General 23 Under-grad 67 Non-major 36
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 10 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 17 F 0 Electives 5 #iH# - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 1
? 0



Course-Section: ART 221 01

Title Art History 11

Instructor:

Ottesen,Bodil B

Enrollment: 120

Questionnaires: 72

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2010

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
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Frequencies
NA 12 2 3 4 5
0O 0 4 17 27 22
0O 2 4 28 23 13
0O 1 5 15 27 22
6 2 5 16 24 17
2 3 3 8 25 28
1 4 5 18 21 21
0O 2 9 8 22 29
0O O O 1 11 58
o 1 1 17 32 3
0O 0 2 2 15 49
0O O O 1 7 60
0O O 5 12 24 27
0O 2 2 7 20 36
4 2 3 7 15 37
0o 12 3 8 7 8
0O 7 6 11 6 8
0O 5 5 15 5 8
29 2 2 1 1 4
0O 3 0 0 o0 1
4 0 O O 1 o
o 1 1 0 2 O
o O o 2 2 o0
11 0 0 2 O
3 0 0 1 o0 O
0O 3 0 1 o0 O
0O 3 0 0 o0 O
2 0 0 1 0 o0
2 0 0 1 o0 o0
2 0 0 1 o0 o0
o 1 1 2 0 O
2 1 0 0 o0 o
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Required for Majors 35
General 24

Electives 2

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.96 110871447 3.96
3.59 1293/1447 3.59
3.91 982/1241 3.91
3.77 1158/1402 3.77
4.07 761/1358 4.07
3.72 101471316 3.72
3.96 102471427 3.96
4.81 727/1447 4.81
3.65 1162/1434 3.65
4.63 61171387 4.63
4.87 63071387 4.87
4.07 101871386 4.07
4.28 858/1380 4.28
4.28 455/1193 4.28
2.89 1120/1172 2.89
3.05 113771182 3.05
3.16 1129/1170 3.16

Type
Graduate 0
Under-grad 72

####H# - Means there are not enough

Non-major



N OO

Other

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 305 01

Title Film I: Moving Images
Instructor: Valiente,Christ
Enrollment: 10

Questionnaires: 8

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2010

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 0 1
o 0O O 1 1
4 0 O 0 2
2 1 0 o0 2
o o0 1 o0 3
2 1 0 2 1
o o 1 1 2
0O 1 0 0 &6
o 0O o 1 4
o o o 2 1
0O 0O O o0 1
0O 0O o 1 4
o O o0 2 2
o 0O O o0 2
o 0O O o0 2
0O 0O O o0 2
o 0O O o0 2
3 0 0 0 o

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.88 179/1447 4.88 4.27 4.31 4.32 4.88
4.63 401/1447 4.63 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.63
4.50 54171241 4.50 4.41 4.33 4.33 4.50
3.80 113971402 3.80 4.21 4.24 4.24 3.80
4.25 608/1358 4.25 3.65 4.11 4.10 4.25
3.20 1235/1316 3.20 3.62 4.14 4.13 3.20
4.13 898/1427 4.13 3.91 4.19 4.15 4.13
3.75 141971447 3.75 4.47 4.69 4.65 3.75
4.00 849/1434 4.00 4.04 4.10 4.09 4.00
4.38 931/1387 4.38 4.39 4.46 4.44 4.38
4.88 60471387 4.88 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.88
4.25 879/1386 4.25 4.27 4.32 4.30 4.25
4.25 887/1380 4.25 4.29 4.32 4.32 4.25
4.75 131/1193 4.75 4.41 4.02 4.05 4.75
4.60 323/1172 4.60 4.08 4.15 4.24 4.60
4.60 490/1182 4.60 4.31 4.35 4.42 4.60
4.60 522/1170 4.60 4.35 4.38 4.49 4.60
5.00 17/ 800 5.00 4.22 4.06 4.12 5.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 5
Under-grad 8 Non-major 3

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 314 01

University of Maryland

Page 100
JUN 28, 2010
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.91 1159/1447 3.91 4.27 4.31 4.32 3.91
4.09 999/1447 4.09 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.09
4.00 92371241 4.00 4.41 4.33 4.33 4.00
4.27 74571402 4.27 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.27
4.00 ****/1358 **** 3.65 4.11 4.10 ****
2.44 1302/1316 2.44 3.62 4.14 4.13 2.44
4.10 91471427 4.10 3.91 4.19 4.15 4.10
4.40 1155/1447 4.40 4.47 4.69 4.65 4.40
3.60 118871434 3.60 4.04 4.10 4.09 3.60
4.29 101571387 4.29 4.39 4.46 4.44 4.29
4.71 91971387 4.71 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.71
4.29 855/1386 4.29 4.27 4.32 4.30 4.29
4.29 85871380 4.29 4.29 4.32 4.32 4.29
4.17 555/1193 4.17 4.41 4.02 4.05 4.17
4.20 61971172 4.20 4.08 4.15 4.24 4.20
4.40 63871182 4.40 4.31 4.35 4.42 4.40
4.40 657/1170 4.40 4.35 4.38 4.49 4.40
4.00 ****/ 800 **** 4.22 4.06 4.12 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 11
Under-grad 11 Non-major 0

#H#H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant

Title Drawing 11 Baltimore County
Instructor: Chan, Irene Spring 2010
Enrol Iment: 12
Questionnaires: 11 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O 1 0 2 4 4
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o O o0 o 2 6 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 5 0 1 0 3 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals o O O o 2 4 5
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 8 0 0O 0 2 o0
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 1 4 1 0 4 O
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 o o 2 5 3
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 0O 0O O 1 4 5
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 0 5 4 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 4 0 O 1 0 2 4
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 4 0 O O O 2 5
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 4 0 O O 0O 5 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 4 0 O O O 5 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 4 1 0 1 0 2 3
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 6 0 O O O 4 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 6 0 O O o0 3 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 6 0 O O o0 3 2
4. Were special techniques successful 6 3 0 0O 0 2 o0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 5
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 c 0 General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: ART 315 01

Title Video 1

Instructor:

Grabill,Vincent

Enrollment: 10

Questionnaires: 7
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Questions

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion

. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
- Were all students actively encouraged to participate
. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

RPRRRR RPRRRR RPRRPRR N W N cooowo ONOOOORRE

RPRRPRR

Mean

WANEPNWWWW

NNNAN

O A

g oo g oo g aoaoo

gororo o

Instructor

Rank

136971447
136171447
1166/1241
1163/1402
1339/1358
1313/1316
141471427
1202/1447
1331/1434

1362/1387
120371387
136371386
135171380
1130/1193

52171172
171182
710/1170

Fkxxk ) 58

Fkkx f 30
Fkkxk f 27

Fkkx f 31
Fkkxk f 21
Fkkx f 15

Course
Mean

WANEPNWWWW
a1
o

NNNADN
(o]
o

O A
o
o

*kk*k

*kk*k

*kkk

*kkk

*hkk

*kkk

EcE

2

*kkk

*kkk

*kk*k

*kk*k

*kk*k

X

]

Fkhk

Fkhk

*kk*k

*kk*k

Ex

ADhWWWADMDD
[e2)
al

INNNNNNNEN
N
~

» DD
w
-

*kk*k
*kk*k
*kkk
*kkk
*kkk

2.25
3.25

*kk*k
=

X

E
Fkhk
*kk*k
*kk*k

Fokhk

Page 101

JUN 28, 2010

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.32 3.33
4.27 4.23 3.33
4.33 4.33 3.40
4.24 4.24 3.75
4.11 4.10 2.50
4.14 4.13 1.83
4.19 4.15 2.17
4.69 4.65 4.33
4.10 4.09 3.17
4.46 4.44 2.80
4.73 4.71 4.40
4.32 4.30 2.60
4.32 4.32 2.60
4.02 4.05 2.80
4.15 4.24 4.33
4.35 4.42 5.00
4.38 4.49 4.33
4.34 4.26 F**F*
4.34 4.20 F***
4.48 4.36 F***
4.33 4.11 F***
4.20 4.02 *F***
4.58 4.17 F***
4.56 4.21 F***
4.41 2.87 F**F*
4.42 4.01 F***
4.09 3.38 F***
4.49 473 Fr*F*
4.25 3.81 F***
4.52 4.46 ****
4.30 4.42 F***
4.43 4.50 F***
4.72 5.00 F***
4.57 5.00 ****
4.64 5.00 ****
4.60 5.00 ****
4.61 5.00 ****



Course-Section: ART 315 01 University of Maryland Page 101

Title Video 1 Baltimore County JUN 28, 2010
Instructor: Grabill,Vincent Spring 2010 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 10

Questionnaires: 7 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3 Required for Majors 6 Graduate 0 Major 5
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 5 2.00-2.99 1 C 1 General 0 Under-grad 7 Non-major 2
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives 0 #iH# - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 0
? 1



Course-Section: ART 321 01

Title 19Th Century Art
Instructor: Smalls,James
Enrollment: 34

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2010

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General

. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course

Did the instructor make clear the expected goals

Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals

Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals

Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained

How many times was class cancelled

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion

. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
- Were all students actively encouraged to participate
. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
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Frequencies

1 2 3 4
o 0 2 3
o 1 o0 9
o o0 o 7
1 1 5 5
1 2 4 9
5 2 6 3
o 1 7 7
0O 0O 3 13
o o0 3 9
o o0 1 1
o 0 o0 2
0O 0O 3 5
o 0 o0 2
0O 0 2 4
5 0 0 4
5 0 3 1
4 1 2 1

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.67 408/1447 4.67 4.27 4.31 4.32 4.67
4.43 648/1447 4.43 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.43
4.65 392/1241 4.65 4.41 4.33 4.33 4.65
3.71 1188/1402 3.71 4.21 4.24 4.24 3.71
3.71 1050/1358 3.71 3.65 4.11 4.10 3.71
3.05 125371316 3.05 3.62 4.14 4.13 3.05
3.86 1110/1427 3.86 3.91 4.19 4.15 3.86
4.10 133471447 4.10 4.47 4.69 4.65 4.10
4.29 600/1434 4.29 4.04 4.10 4.09 4.29
4.86 276/1387 4.86 4.39 4.46 4.44 4.86
4.90 528/1387 4.90 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.90
4.48 649/1386 4.48 4.27 4.32 4.30 4.48
4.90 15971380 4.90 4.29 4.32 4.32 4.90
4.60 22471193 4.60 4.41 4.02 4.05 4.60
2.82 112971172 2.82 4.08 4.15 4.24 2.82
2.55 117171182 2.55 4.31 4.35 4.42 2.55
2.82 1150/1170 2.82 4.35 4.38 4.49 2.82

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 10
Under-grad 21 Non-major 11

###+#t - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 323 01

Title 20Th Century Art

Instructor:

Smalls,James

Enrollment: 27

Questionnaires: 18

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2010

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion

. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
- Were all students actively encouraged to participate
. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
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Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.00 1411/1447 3.71 4.27 4.31 4.32
3.28 1370/1447 3.92 4.23 4.27 4.23
3.75 106871241 4.18 4.41 4.33 4.33
2.56 1390/1402 3.34 4.21 4.24 4.24
2.06 135171358 3.19 3.65 4.11 4.10
2.06 130971316 2.98 3.62 4.14 4.13
3.11 1356/1427 3.57 3.91 4.19 4.15
3.06 1442/1447 3.54 4.47 4.69 4.65
2.44 1410/1434 3.45 4.04 4.10 4.09
4.06 1160/1387 4.46 4.39 4.46 4.44
4.17 1289/1387 4.58 4.70 4.73 4.71
3.28 1296/1386 4.04 4.27 4.32 4.30
3.94 1074/1380 4.36 4.29 4.32 4.32
3.59 933/1193 4.18 4.41 4.02 4.05
2.00 116571172 3.00 4.08 4.15 4.24
3.44 109471182 3.90 4.31 4.35 4.42
2.78 115271170 3.84 4.35 4.38 4.49

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major
Under-grad 18 Non-major
###+#t - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant

3



Course-Section: ART 323 02

Title 20Th Century Art
Instructor: Jacob,Preminda
Enrollment: 37

Questionnaires: 31

Spring 2010

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.42 70971447 3.71
4.57 468/1447 3.92
4.61 43971241 4.18
4.11 900/1402 3.34
4.32 540/1358 3.19
3.90 910/1316 2.98
4.03 95371427 3.57
4.03 1352/1447 3.54
4.45 397/1434 3.45
4.87 245/1387 4.46
5.00 1/1387 4.58
4.80 25371386 4.04
4.77 31271380 4.36
4.77 118/1193 4.18
4.00 710/1172 3.00
4.35 676/1182 3.90
4.90 223/1170 3.84

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

31
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.32 4.42
4.27 4.23 4.57
4.33 4.33 4.61
4.24 4.24 4.11
4.11 4.10 4.32
4.14 4.13 3.90
4.19 4.15 4.03
4.69 4.65 4.03
4.10 4.09 4.45
4.46 4.44 4.87
4.73 4.71 5.00
4.32 4.30 4.80
4.32 4.32 4.77
4.02 4.05 4.77
4.15 4.24 4.00
4.35 4.42 4.35
4.38 4.49 4.90
4.06 4.12 Fx**
4.58 4.17 Fx**

Majors
Major 22
Non-major 9

responses to be significant

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O 1 0 2 10
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0O O O 2 9
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O O 1 1 7
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0o 4 1 1 3 11
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 0 1 1 3 8
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 1 1 2 8 7
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0 1 1 8 7
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 1 0 2 6 11
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 8 1 0 0 0 12
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared o O O o 1 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0O 0O O O o0 o
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 O O &6
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O 0O 1 0o 0 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding O O O o 1 5
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 11 o0 2 0 3 6
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 11 0 1 0 1 7
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 11 O O o0 o 2
4. Were special techniques successful 11 14 0 0 1 2
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 29 1 O O o0 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 14 Required for Majors
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 0 B 11
56-83 5 2.00-2.99 3 C 1 General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 6 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: ART 325 01

Title Hist Of Film & Video
Instructor: Sturgeon,John
Enrol Iment: 69

Questionnaires: 37

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2010

Whww

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.75 1257/1447 3.75
3.53 1315/1447 3.53
3.74 107171241 3.74
3.38 1292/1402 3.38
3.74 1036/1358 3.74
3.33 1200/1316 3.33
4.00 97171427 4.00
4.91 436/1447 4.91
3.33 129371434 3.33
4.38 92171387 4.38
4.74 88971387 4.74
4.12 988/1386 4.12
4.26 877/1380 4.26
4.64 205/1193 4.64
2.63 115371172 2.63
2.39 117471182 2.39
2.71 1156/1170 2.71

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough

37
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.32 3.75
4.27 4.23 3.53
4.33 4.33 3.74
4.24 4.24 3.38
4.11 4.10 3.74
4.14 4.13 3.33
4.19 4.15 4.00
4.69 4.65 4.91
4.10 4.09 3.33
4.46 4.44 4.38
4.73 4.71 4.74
4.32 4.30 4.12
4.32 4.32 4.26
4.02 4.05 4.64
4.15 4.24 2.63
4.35 4.42 2.39
4.38 4.49 2.71
4.06 4.12 Fx**

Majors

Major 16
Non-major 21

responses to be significant

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0 5 1 6 10
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 5 4 6 9
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 2 0o 4 5 4 5
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 2 22 3 2 0 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 2 6 1 5 6
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 21 4 1 1 4
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 1 3 2 4 9
8. How many times was class cancelled 2 1 0O O o 3
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 7 0 4 2 7 14
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 3 0 3 1 1 4
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 3 0 1 0 1 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 4 0 4 1 2 6
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 3 0 2 2 3 5
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 4 0 1 2 1 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 8 0 9 0 2 5
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 19 0 9 2 1 3
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 20 O 6 3 2 2
4. Were special techniques successful 18 13 1 1 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 9 Required for Majors
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 16
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 3 C 4 General
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 7 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 2



Course-Section: ART 327 01

Title Cont Directions in Pho
Instructor: Durant,Mark R
Enrollment: 45

Questionnaires: 35

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2010

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 106
JUN 28, 2010
Job IRBR3029

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

[ eNoNololoNoNoNa]

W R PR

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3
0O O O &6
0O O 0 &6
26 0 0 1
4 0 0 2
o o0 2 2
0O 0 o0 1
3 1 0 11
0O 0 o0 o
0O 0 o0 1
0O 0 o0 o
0O 0O o0 o
0O 0O o0 o
0O 0O o0 2
1 0 0 1
0O 0O o0 4
0o 0 o0 2
0O 0 o0 o0
13 1 0 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors 20

N =T TOO
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General
Electives

Other

3

7

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.31 810/1447 4.31 4.27 4.31 4.32 4.31
4.43 648/1447 4.43 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.43
4.67 380/1241 4.67 4.41 4.33 4.33 4.67
4.55 448/1402 4.55 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.55
4.51 338/1358 4.51 3.65 4.11 4.10 4.51
4.57 322/1316 4.57 3.62 4.14 4.13 4.57
4.03 95371427 4.03 3.91 4.19 4.15 4.03
4.89 538/1447 4.89 4.47 4.69 4.65 4.89
4.60 278/1434 4.60 4.04 4.10 4.09 4.60
4.88 230/1387 4.88 4.39 4.46 4.44 4.88
4.97 15971387 4.97 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.97
4.82 229/1386 4.82 4.27 4.32 4.30 4.82
4.71 406/1380 4.71 4.29 4.32 4.32 4.71
4.87 75/1193 4.87 4.41 4.02 4.05 4.87
4.52 366/1172 4.52 4.08 4.15 4.24 4.52
4.84 261/1182 4.84 4.31 4.35 4.42 4.84
4.96 89/1170 4.96 4.35 4.38 4.49 4.96
4.50 195/ 800 4.50 4.22 4.06 4.12 4.50

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 23
Under-grad 35 Non-major 12

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 331 01

Title Graph Des I: Image, Si
Instructor: Coates,Joseph M
Enrollment: 15

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2010

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

WOOOOOOOoOO

WR RO

A BAD

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 2 0 3 3
o 1 2 3 5
10 o0 O 1 2
1 2 1 5 1
3 3 1 3 1
10 1 o0 1 1
o 3 4 2 3
1 0 o0 0 9
O 2 0 4 4
o o0 3 1 4
o o0 o 2 1
o 1 o0 4 3
o 1 1 3 4
4 0 0 4 1
o o 1 2 3
o o0 1 2 3
o o0 o 2 3
7 0 1 1 O

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N =T TOO
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Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

OQwroOoONwWONO

PWhOhH
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.69 1280/1447 3.54 4.27 4.31 4.32 3.69
3.38 135371447 3.19 4.23 4.27 4.23 3.38
3.67 ****/1241 **** 4 41 4.33 4.33 FFF*
3.17 134771402 3.13 4.21 4.24 4.24 3.17
2.80 1325/1358 2.61 3.65 4.11 4.10 2.80
2.67 ****/1316 2.75 3.62 4.14 4.13 ****
2.62 1395/1427 2.52 3.91 4.19 4.15 2.62
4.25 1252/1447 4.25 4.47 4.69 4.65 4.25
3.00 134971434 2.95 4.04 4.10 4.09 3.00
3.75 1262/1387 3.31 4.39 4.46 4.44 3.75
4.62 104271387 4.50 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.62
3.75 119171386 3.19 4.27 4.32 4.30 3.75
3.58 122371380 3.29 4.29 4.32 4.32 3.58
3.50 960/1193 3.33 4.41 4.02 4.05 3.50
3.89 812/1172 3.32 4.08 4.15 4.24 3.89
3.89 095271182 3.76 4.31 4.35 4.42 3.89
4.22 781/1170 3.92 4.35 4.38 4.49 4.22
2.50 ****/ 800 **** 4.22 4.06 4.12 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 12
Under-grad 13 Non-major 1

#H#H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 331 02

Title Graph Des I: Image, Si
Instructor: Coates,Joseph M
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 13
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information

Seminar

. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
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Required for Majors
General

Electives

Graduate 0 Major 12
Under-grad 13 Non-major 1

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Course-Section: ART 332 01

Title Design & Tech I: Print
Instructor: Rosenberg,Ari
Enrol Iment: 18

Questionnaires: 10

Questions
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.70 375/1447 4.63 4.27 4.31 4.32
4.90 11271447 4.76 4.23 4.27 4.23
5.00 ****/1241 **** 4,41 4.33 4.33
4.40 616/1402 4.38 4.21 4.24 4.24
4.00 79971358 3.82 3.65 4.11 4.10
5.00 ****/1316 **** 3.62 4.14 4.13
3.89 109071427 3.81 3.91 4.19 4.15
4.20 1286/1447 4.21 4.47 4.69 4.65
4.56 30971434 4.43 4.04 4.10 4.09
5.00 171387 4.78 4.39 4.46 4.44
5.00 171387 4.92 4.70 4.73 4.71
5.00 171386 4.78 4.27 4.32 4.30
5.00 171380 4.83 4.29 4.32 4.32
4.56 256/1193 4.58 4.41 4.02 4.05
4.25 580/1172 3.93 4.08 4.15 4.24
4.00 856/1182 3.93 4.31 4.35 4.42
4.00 864/1170 3.97 4.35 4.38 4.49
4_.50 ****/ 800 **** 4.22 4.06 4.12

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major
Under-grad 10 Non-major

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 332 02

Title Design & Tech I: Print
Instructor: Rosenberg,Ari
Enrol Iment: 18

Questionnaires: 18

Questions
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

NOOOOORrOO

[eleNeoNoNe)

wWwww

=
NANOPRPWOWO

ooo~N~NPhUIOO
OORrRPONRFLPOOO
OOWOOOOOOo
NORMOWRONEPE

[eleNeoNoNe)
[eleNeoNoNe)
[eNeNeoNoNe)
NNNEFE®
WNBAELDN

[eNoNe]
oN N W
PR OR
OFRr WN
owwN

13

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

oo~

=T TIOO
POOOOOOM

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.56 529/1447 4.63 4.27 4.31 4.32 4.56
4.61 41371447 4.76 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.61
5.00 ****/1241 **** 441 4.33 4.33 F***
4.36 665/1402 4.38 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.36
3.64 1104/1358 3.82 3.65 4.11 4.10 3.64
5.00 ****/1316 **** 3.62 4.14 4.13 ****
3.72 1176/1427 3.81 3.91 4.19 4.15 3.72
4.22 1269/1447 4.21 4.47 4.69 4.65 4.22
4.31 565/1434 4.43 4.04 4.10 4.09 4.31
4.56 727/1387 4.78 4.39 4.46 4.44 4.56
4.83 707/1387 4.92 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.83
4.56 558/1386 4.78 4.27 4.32 4.30 4.56
4.67 463/1380 4.83 4.29 4.32 4.32 4.67
4.61 217/1193 4.58 4.41 4.02 4.05 4.61
3.60 958/1172 3.93 4.08 4.15 4.24 3.60
3.87 963/1182 3.93 4.31 4.35 4.42 3.87
3.93 917/1170 3.97 4.35 4.38 4.49 3.93
3.50 ****/ 800 **** 4.22 4.06 4.12 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 14
Under-grad 18 Non-major 4

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 333 01

Title Typography |
Instructor: Campbell,Susan
Enrol Iment: 14

Questionnaires: 10

Questions
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.60 47471447 4.62 4.27 4.31 4.32 4.60
4.90 11271447 4.91 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.90
4.80 23171241 4.82 4.41 4.33 4.33 4.80
4.90 93/1402 4.91 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.90
4.80 137/1358 4.58 3.65 4.11 4.10 4.80
4.67 239/1316 4.63 3.62 4.14 4.13 4.67
4.50 45971427 4.37 3.91 4.19 4.15 4.50
4.44 112471447 4.53 4.47 4.69 4.65 4.44
4.60 278/1434 4.61 4.04 4.10 4.09 4.60
4.78 398/1387 4.81 4.39 4.46 4.44 4.78
4.67 982/1387 4.75 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.67
4.78 290/1386 4.76 4.27 4.32 4.30 4.78
4.80 273/1380 4.73 4.29 4.32 4.32 4.80
4.17 555/1193 4.33 4.41 4.02 4.05 4.17
4.71 247/1172 4.73 4.08 4.15 4.24 4.71
4.86 250/1182 4.74 4.31 4.35 4.42 4.86
4.86 275/1170 4.62 4.35 4.38 4.49 4.86
4.83 86/ 800 4.85 4.22 4.06 4.12 4.83

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 8
Under-grad 10 Non-major 2

#H#H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 333 02

Title Typography |
Instructor: Campbell,Susan
Enrol Iment: 15

Questionnaires: 14

Questions
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.64 430/1447 4.62 4.27 4.31 4.32 4.64
4.93 89/1447 4.91 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.93
4.85 195/1241 4.82 4.41 4.33 4.33 4.85
4.93 7471402 4.91 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.93
4.36 507/1358 4.58 3.65 4.11 4.10 4.36
4.60 292/1316 4.63 3.62 4.14 4.13 4.60
4.23 79971427 4.37 3.91 4.19 4.15 4.23
4.62 100871447 4.53 4.47 4.69 4.65 4.62
4.62 270/1434 4.61 4.04 4.10 4.09 4.62
4.83 307/1387 4.81 4.39 4.46 4.44 4.83
4.83 707/1387 4.75 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.83
4.75 316/1386 4.76 4.27 4.32 4.30 4.75
4.67 463/1380 4.73 4.29 4.32 4.32 4.67
4.50 288/1193 4.33 4.41 4.02 4.05 4.50
4.75 218/1172 4.73 4.08 4.15 4.24 4.75
4.63 470/1182 4.74 4.31 4.35 4.42 4.63
4.38 679/1170 4.62 4.35 4.38 4.49 4.38
4.86 84/ 800 4.85 4.22 4.06 4.12 4.86

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 13
Under-grad 14 Non-major 1

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 334 02

Title Graphic Design IV
Instructor: Bell,Kathryn L
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

Bal
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Required for Majors 13
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General
Electives

Other

0

0

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.71 35371447 4.71 4.27 4.31 4.32 4.71
4.57 457/1447 4.57 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.57
5.00 ****/1241 **** 441 4.33 4.33 F***
4.79 18671402 4.79 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.79
5.00 ****/1358 **** 3.65 4.11 4.10 ****
3.67 ****/1316 **** 3.62 4.14 4.13 F***
4.31 716/1427 4.31 3.91 4.19 4.15 4.31
4.08 1340/1447 4.08 4.47 4.69 4.65 4.08
4.75 158/1434 4.75 4.04 4.10 4.09 4.75
4.71 490/1387 4.71 4.39 4.46 4.44 4.71
5.00 171387 5.00 4.70 4.73 4.71 5.00
4.79 278/1386 4.79 4.27 4.32 4.30 4.79
4.64 491/1380 4.64 4.29 4.32 4.32 4.64
4.33 420/1193 4.33 4.41 4.02 4.05 4.33
4.79 195/1172 4.79 4.08 4.15 4.24 4.79
4.71 38271182 4.71 4.31 4.35 4.42 4.71
4.86 275/1170 4.86 4.35 4.38 4.49 4.86
4.33 290/ 800 4.33 4.22 4.06 4.12 4.33

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 14
Under-grad 14 Non-major 0

#H#H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 336 01

Title Design & Tech Il1: Scre
Instructor: Bell,Kathryn L
Enrol Iment: 11

Questionnaires: 9

Questions
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General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.22 899/1447 4.54 4.27 4.31 4.32 4.22
4.44 61971447 4.58 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.44
4.29 758/1241 4.64 4.41 4.33 4.33 4.29
4.22 797/1402 4.61 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.22
3.25 125171358 3.75 3.65 4.11 4.10 3.25
3.83 950/1316 4.22 3.62 4.14 4.13 3.83
4.33 68071427 4.31 3.91 4.19 4.15 4.33
4.00 1361/1447 4.29 4.47 4.69 4.65 4.00
4.00 84971434 4.40 4.04 4.10 4.09 4.00
4.25 103971387 4.63 4.39 4.46 4.44 4.25
4.50 114371387 4.75 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.50
3.88 1141/1386 4.19 4.27 4.32 4.30 3.88
4.00 1030/1380 4.50 4.29 4.32 4.32 4.00
4.43 358/1193 4.71 4.41 4.02 4.05 4.43
3.83 841/1172 4.22 4.08 4.15 4.24 3.83
3.83 97971182 4.42 4.31 4.35 4.42 3.83
4.50 576/1170 4.65 4.35 4.38 4.49 4.50
3.00 742/ 800 4.00 4.22 4.06 4.12 3.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 8
Under-grad 9 Non-major 1

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 336 02

Title Design & Tech Il1: Scre
Instructor: Bell,Kathryn L
Enrol Iment: 10

Questionnaires: 7

Questions
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General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.86 201/1447 4.54 4.27 4.31 4.32 4.86
4.71 292/1447 4.58 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.71
5.00 171241 4.64 4.41 4.33 4.33 5.00
5.00 171402 4.61 4.21 4.24 4.24 5.00
4.25 608/1358 3.75 3.65 4.11 4.10 4.25
4.60 292/1316 4.22 3.62 4.14 4.13 4.60
4.29 73971427 4.31 3.91 4.19 4.15 4.29
4.57 103671447 4.29 4.47 4.69 4.65 4.57
4.80 117/1434 4.40 4.04 4.10 4.09 4.80
5.00 171387 4.63 4.39 4.46 4.44 5.00
5.00 171387 4.75 4.70 4.73 4.71 5.00
4.50 607/1386 4.19 4.27 4.32 4.30 4.50
5.00 171380 4.50 4.29 4.32 4.32 5.00
5.00 171193 4.71 4.41 4.02 4.05 5.00
4.60 323/1172 4.22 4.08 4.15 4.24 4.60
5.00 171182 4.42 4.31 4.35 4.42 5.00
4.80 327/1170 4.65 4.35 4.38 4.49 4.80
5.00 17/ 800 4.00 4.22 4.06 4.12 5.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 6
Under-grad 7 Non-major 1

#i#H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 341 01

Title Intro To Animation
Instructor: Dyer,Eric
Enrollment: 13

Questionnaires: 12

Questions
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

. Did
Did

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

. Did presentations contribute to what you learned
. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
field experience contribute to what you learned
you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
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11
11
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11

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o o0 1 o0 3
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.50 585/1447 4.50
4.25 853/1447 4.38
3.33 1175/1241 3.92
4.08 92371402 4.31
3.64 1104/1358 3.68
2.63 1292/1316 3.11
3.73 1176/1427 3.78
4_.55 105471447 4.23
4.11 786/1434 4.22
4.58 684/1387 4.66
4.92 475/1387 4.91
4.58 52971386 4.56
4.08 100371380 4.36
4.75 131/1193 4.83
4.09 675/1172 4.15
4.27 727/1182 4.34
4.55 55471170 4.37
2.83 769/ 800 3.67

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##H# - Means there are not enough

12
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.32 4.50
4.27 4.23 4.25
4.33 4.33 3.33
4.24 4.24 4.08
4.11 4.10 3.64
4.14 4.13 2.63
4.19 4.15 3.73
4.69 4.65 4.55
4.10 4.09 4.11
4.46 4.44 4.58
4.73 4.71 4.92
4.32 4.30 4.58
4.32 4.32 4.08
4.02 4.05 4.75
4.15 4.24 4.09
4.35 4.42 4.27
4.38 4.49 4.55
4.06 4.12 2.83
4.34 4.26 FF**
4.34 4.20 FF**
4.48 4.36 FF**
4.20 4.02 Fx**
4.42 4.01 FF**
4.09 3.38 Fx**
4.49 4.73 FFF*
4.25 3.81 Fx**

Majors
Major 10
Non-major 2

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 341 02

Title Intro To Animation
Instructor: Dyer,Eric
Enrollment: 13

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2010

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
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Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

NEFE NN

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.50 585/1447 4.50 4.27 4.31 4.32 4.50
4.50 53271447 4.38 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.50
4.50 54171241 3.92 4.41 4.33 4.33 4.50
4.55 448/1402 4.31 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.55
3.73 104371358 3.68 3.65 4.11 4.10 3.73
3.60 1088/1316 3.11 3.62 4.14 4.13 3.60
3.83 112371427 3.78 3.91 4.19 4.15 3.83
3.92 1400/1447 4.23 4.47 4.69 4.65 3.92
4.33 540/1434 4.22 4.04 4.10 4.09 4.33
4.73 475/1387 4.66 4.39 4.46 4.44 4.73
4.91 528/1387 4.91 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.91
4.55 b568/1386 4.56 4.27 4.32 4.30 4.55
4.64 506/1380 4.36 4.29 4.32 4.32 4.64
4.91 65/1193 4.83 4.41 4.02 4.05 4.91
4.20 61971172 4.15 4.08 4.15 4.24 4.20
4.40 63871182 4.34 4.31 4.35 4.42 4.40
4.20 798/1170 4.37 4.35 4.38 4.49 4.20
4.50 195/ 800 3.67 4.22 4.06 4.12 4.50

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 12
Under-grad 12 Non-major 0

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 343 01

Title History Of Animation
Instructor: Worden,Frederic
Enrollment: 45

Questionnaires: 35

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2010

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3
o o0 1 2
0O 0 3 4
1 0 4 1
19 0 0 b5
1 0 2 2
22 1 2 1
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o o0 o 7
0O 0O o0 3
0O 0 o0 1
o o0 1 2
1 0 2 3
1 0 0 2
0O 4 1 4
0o 2 0 2
0O 0O o0 3
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors 26

General
Electives

Other

1

6

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.43 695/1447 4.43 4.27 4.31 4.32 4.43
4.20 911/1447 4.20 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.20
4.24 790/1241 4.24 4.41 4.33 4.33 4.24
4.20 827/1402 4.20 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.20
4.25 608/1358 4.25 3.65 4.11 4.10 4.25
3.73 1014/1316 3.73 3.62 4.14 4.13 3.73
4.48 486/1427 4.48 3.91 4.19 4.15 4.48
4.87 59271447 4.87 4.47 4.69 4.65 4.87
4.06 817/1434 4.06 4.04 4.10 4.09 4.06
4.59 68471387 4.59 4.39 4.46 4.44 4.59
4.82 732/1387 4.82 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.82
4.52 597/1386 4.52 4.27 4.32 4.30 4.52
4.50 65971380 4.50 4.29 4.32 4.32 4.50
4.81 96/1193 4.81 4.41 4.02 4.05 4.81
3.50 99971172 3.50 4.08 4.15 4.24 3.50
4.10 832/1182 4.10 4.31 4.35 4.42 4.10
4.45 62471170 4.45 4.35 4.38 4.49 4.45
5.00 ****/ 800 **** 4.22 4.06 4.12 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 28
Under-grad 35 Non-major 7

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 345 01

Title Film 11:Sound & Image
Instructor: Cook,Cathy
Enrol Iment: 10

Questionnaires: 9

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2010

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o O o0 1 2
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Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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NDDA®W

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.50 585/1447 4.50 4.27 4.31 4.32 4.50
4.67 352/1447 4.67 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.67
5.00 ****/1241 **** A4 41 4.33 4.33 F***
4.13 891/1402 4.13 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.13
3.56 1147/1358 3.56 3.65 4.11 4.10 3.56
3.17 1240/1316 3.17 3.62 4.14 4.13 3.17
4.44 54171427 4.44 3.91 4.19 4.15 4.44
4.13 132171447 4.13 4.47 4.69 4.65 4.13
4.63 262/1434 4.63 4.04 4.10 4.09 4.63
4.60 656/1387 4.60 4.39 4.46 4.44 4.60
4.83 707/1387 4.83 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.83
4.33 811/1386 4.33 4.27 4.32 4.30 4.33
5.00 171380 5.00 4.29 4.32 4.32 5.00
4.80 100/1193 4.80 4.41 4.02 4.05 4.80
4.60 323/1172 4.60 4.08 4.15 4.24 4.60
4.80 30371182 4.80 4.31 4.35 4.42 4.80
4.60 52271170 4.60 4.35 4.38 4.49 4.60
4.67 133/ 800 4.67 4.22 4.06 4.12 4.67

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 9
Under-grad 9 Non-major 0

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 347 01

Title Writing For Media Arts
Instructor: Cook,Cathy
Enrol Iment: 16

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2010

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.25 869/1447 4.25 4.27 4.31 4.32 4.25
4.58 447/1447 4.58 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.58
4.27 74571402 4.27 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.27
3.82 980/1358 3.82 3.65 4.11 4.10 3.82
4.64 265/1316 4.64 3.62 4.14 4.13 4.64
4.42 582/1427 4.42 3.91 4.19 4.15 4.42
4.00 1361/1447 4.00 4.47 4.69 4.65 4.00
4.33 540/1434 4.33 4.04 4.10 4.09 4.33
4.36 941/1387 4.36 4.39 4.46 4.44 4.36
4.82 758/1387 4.82 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.82
4.55 568/1386 4.55 4.27 4.32 4.30 4.55
4.64 506/1380 4.64 4.29 4.32 4.32 4.64
4.90 65/1193 4.90 4.41 4.02 4.05 4.90
4.63 30971172 4.63 4.08 4.15 4.24 4.63
4.63 470/1182 4.63 4.31 4.35 4.42 4.63
4.75 390/1170 4.75 4.35 4.38 4.49 4.75
4.33 290/ 800 4.33 4.22 4.06 4.12 4.33

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 11
Under-grad 12 Non-major 1

###+#t - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 361 01

Title Digital Darkroom
Instructor: Peters,Christop
Enrol Iment: 16

Questionnaires: 12
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequency Distribution
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough

12

MBC Level
ean Mean
31 4.32
27 4.23
33 4.33
24 4.24
11 4.10
14 4.13
19 4.15
69 4.65
10 4.09
46 4.44
73 4.71
32 4.30
32 4.32
02 4.05
15 4.24
35 4.42
38 4.49
06 4.12
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 362 01

Title Black & White Photogrp
Instructor: Peregoy,Christo
Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2010

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.53 562/1447 4.53 4.27 4.31 4.32 4.53
4.53 510/1447 4.53 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.53
4.25 FIR*X[I240  *x** 4 41 4.33 4.33  KRR*
4.67 31471402 4.67 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.67
3.25 125171358 3.25 3.65 4.11 4.10 3.25
3.00 ****/1316 **** 3.62 4.14 4.13 ****
4.19 850/1427 4.19 3.91 4.19 4.15 4.19
4.94 29171447 4.94 4.47 4.69 4.65 4.94
4.38 478/1434 4.38 4.04 4.10 4.09 4.38
4.13 112471387 4.13 4.39 4.46 4.44 4.13
4.67 982/1387 4.67 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.67
4.40 748/1386 4.40 4.27 4.32 4.30 4.40
4.27 877/1380 4.27 4.29 4.32 4.32 4.27
4.33 420/1193 4.33 4.41 4.02 4.05 4.33
4.63 30971172 4.63 4.08 4.15 4.24 4.63
4.63 470/1182 4.63 4.31 4.35 4.42 4.63
4.63 508/1170 4.63 4.35 4.38 4.49 4.63
5.00 17/ 800 5.00 4.22 4.06 4.12 5.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 15
Under-grad 17 Non-major 2

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 366 01

Title Documentary Photograph
Instructor: Cazabon,Lynn
Enrol Iment: 14

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2010

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.46 640/1447 4.46 4.27 4.31 4.32 4.46
4.38 702/1447 4.38 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.38
467 FFXX[1241  Fx** 4 41 4.33 4.33 KRR*
4.54 45971402 4.54 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.54
4.08 761/1358 4.08 3.65 4.11 4.10 4.08
4.20 671/1316 4.20 3.62 4.14 4.13 4.20
4.38 620/1427 4.38 3.91 4.19 4.15 4.38
4.92 388/1447 4.92 4.47 4.69 4.65 4.92
4.40 454/1434 4.40 4.04 4.10 4.09 4.40
4.55 741/1387 4.55 4.39 4.46 4.44 4.55
4.55 1107/1387 4.55 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.55
4.36 784/1386 4.36 4.27 4.32 4.30 4.36
4.36 791/1380 4.36 4.29 4.32 4.32 4.36
4.82 96/1193 4.82 4.41 4.02 4.05 4.82
4.44 428/1172 4.44 4.08 4.15 4.24 4.44
4.67 430/1182 4.67 4.31 4.35 4.42 4.67
4.89 243/1170 4.89 4.35 4.38 4.49 4.89
4.25 335/ 800 4.25 4.22 4.06 4.12 4.25

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 12
Under-grad 13 Non-major 1

#H#H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 368 01

Title Digital Alternatives
Instructor: Peregoy,Christo
Enrol Iment: 13

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2010

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.75 30971447 4.75 4.27 4.31 4.32 4.75
4.42 662/1447 4.42 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.42
5.00 ****/1241 **** 441 4.33 4.33 F***
4.36 655/1402 4.36 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.36
3.70 1057/1358 3.70 3.65 4.11 4.10 3.70
3.67 1201/1427 3.67 3.91 4.19 4.15 3.67
4.17 130171447 4.17 4.47 4.69 4.65 4.17
4.22 668/1434 4.22 4.04 4.10 4.09 4.22
4.80 35371387 4.80 4.39 4.46 4.44 4.80
4.60 1055/1387 4.60 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.60
4.80 253/1386 4.80 4.27 4.32 4.30 4.80
4.80 273/1380 4.80 4.29 4.32 4.32 4.80
4.60 224/1193 4.60 4.41 4.02 4.05 4.60
4.75 218/1172 4.75 4.08 4.15 4.24 4.75
4.75 347/1182 4.75 4.31 4.35 4.42 4.75
4.75 390/1170 4.75 4.35 4.38 4.49 4.75
4.33 290/ 800 4.33 4.22 4.06 4.12 4.33

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 10
Under-grad 12 Non-major 2

###+#t - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Title Photo/Dig Proc In Prin
Instructor: Custen,Calvin R
Enrol Iment: 10
Questionnaires: 8
Questions
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
7. Was the grading system clearly explained
8. How many times was class cancelled
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
4. Were special techniques successful
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 7
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 1
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0
P 0
| 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.50 585/1447 4.50 4.27 4.31 4.32 4.50
4.75 249/1447 4.75 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.75
5.00 ****/1241 **** 441 4.33 4.33 F***
4.80 16571402 4.80 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.80
4.00 79971358 4.00 3.65 4.11 4.10 4.00
5.00 171316 5.00 3.62 4.14 4.13 5.00
4.67 283/1427 4.67 3.91 4.19 4.15 4.67
5.00 171447 5.00 4.47 4.69 4.65 5.00
4.20 701/1434 4.20 4.04 4.10 4.09 4.20
4.88 245/1387 4.88 4.39 4.46 4.44 4.88
5.00 171387 5.00 4.70 4.73 4.71 5.00
4.88 171/1386 4.88 4.27 4.32 4.30 4.88
4.75 33971380 4.75 4.29 4.32 4.32 4.75
4.75 131/1193 4.75 4.41 4.02 4.05 4.75
4.43 445/1172 4.43 4.08 4.15 4.24 4.43
4.43 621/1182 4.43 4.31 4.35 4.42 4.43
4.57 538/1170 4.57 4.35 4.38 4.49 4.57
5.00 17/ 800 5.00 4.22 4.06 4.12 5.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 5
Under-grad 8 Non-major 3

#H#H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 382 01

Title Intro Interactive Medi
Instructor: Smith,Ryan
Enrollment: 13

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2010

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 126
JUN 28, 2010
Job IRBR3029

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

WN P

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion

. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
- Were all students actively encouraged to participate
. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
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Frequencies
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Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.70 1277/1447 4.29 4.27 4.31 4.32 3.70
3.50 132371447 4.14 4.23 4.27 4.23 3.50
4.44 611/1241 4.72 4.41 4.33 4.33 4.44
3.50 1264/1402 3.86 4.21 4.24 4.24 3.50
2.80 132571358 3.34 3.65 4.11 4.10 2.80
2.10 130871316 2.77 3.62 4.14 4.13 2.10
2.70 138271427 3.63 3.91 4.19 4.15 2.70
5.00 171447 5.00 4.47 4.69 4.65 5.00
2.71 1392/1434 3.36 4.04 4.10 4.09 2.71
3.70 1272/1387 4.18 4.39 4.46 4.44 3.70
2.50 1386/1387 3.53 4.70 4.73 4.71 2.50
3.00 1328/1386 3.83 4.27 4.32 4.30 3.00
3.90 1104/1380 4.28 4.29 4.32 4.32 3.90
4.00 652/1193 4.38 4.41 4.02 4.05 4.00
2.71 114471172 3.19 4.08 4.15 4.24 2.71
4.29 723/1182 4.48 4.31 4.35 4.42 4.29
4.71 440/1170 4.86 4.35 4.38 4.49 4.71

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 10
Under-grad 10 Non-major 0

###+#t - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page
JUN 28,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.89 169/1447 4.29 4.27 4.31 4.32
4.78 228/1447 4.14 4.23 4.27 4.23
5.00 171241 4.72 4.41 4.33 4.33
4.22 797/1402 3.86 4.21 4.24 4.24
3.89 931/1358 3.34 3.65 4.11 4.10
3.44 1156/1316 2.77 3.62 4.14 4.13
4.56 398/1427 3.63 3.91 4.19 4.15
5.00 171447 5.00 4.47 4.69 4.65
4.00 849/1434 3.36 4.04 4.10 4.09
4.67 566/1387 4.18 4.39 4.46 4.44
4.56 109971387 3.53 4.70 4.73 4.71
4.67 431/1386 3.83 4.27 4.32 4.30
4.67 463/1380 4.28 4.29 4.32 4.32
4.75 131/1193 4.38 4.41 4.02 4.05
3.67 925/1172 3.19 4.08 4.15 4.24
4.67 430/1182 4.48 4.31 4.35 4.42
5.00 171170 4.86 4.35 4.38 4.49
3.00 ****/ 800 **** 4.22 4.06 4.12
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 9 Non-major

#i#H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
General
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Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.60 47471447 4.65 4.27 4.31 4.32 4.60
4.70 315/1447 4.53 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.70
5.00 171241 4.58 4.41 4.33 4.33 5.00
4.57 41471402 4.41 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.57
4.75 173/1358 3.71 3.65 4.11 4.10 4.75
5.00 171316 5.00 3.62 4.14 4.13 5.00
4.67 283/1427 4.33 3.91 4.19 4.15 4.67
4.11 1326/1447 4.16 4.47 4.69 4.65 4.11
4.86 102/1434 4.70 4.04 4.10 4.09 4.86
5.00 171387 4.79 4.39 4.46 4.44 5.00
4.78 82971387 4.84 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.78
4.89 15971386 4.82 4.27 4.32 4.30 4.89
5.00 171380 4.77 4.29 4.32 4.32 5.00
5.00 171193 4.91 4.41 4.02 4.05 5.00
4.67 282/1172 4.43 4.08 4.15 4.24 4.67
4.67 430/1182 4.33 4.31 4.35 4.42 4.67
4.67 480/1170 4.43 4.35 4.38 4.49 4.67
4.67 133/ 800 4.67 4.22 4.06 4.12 4.67

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 10
Under-grad 10 Non-major 0

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance

Seminar
Was the instructor available for individual attention

. Did presentations contribute to what you learned
. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Was the instructor available for consultation
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Required for Majors
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Electives
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.69 375/1447 4.65 4.27 4.31 4.32 4.69
4.36 74171447 4.53 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.36
4.17 844/1241 4.58 4.41 4.33 4.33 4.17
4.25 766/1402 4.41 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.25
2.67 1335/1358 3.71 3.65 4.11 4.10 2.67
4.00 ****/1316 5.00 3.62 4.14 4.13 ****
4.00 97171427 4.33 3.91 4.19 4.15 4.00
4.21 1275/1447 4.16 4.47 4.69 4.65 4.21
4.55 315/1434 4.70 4.04 4.10 4.09 4.55
4.58 68471387 4.79 4.39 4.46 4.44 4.58
4.91 528/1387 4.84 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.91
4.75 316/1386 4.82 4.27 4.32 4.30 4.75
4.55 61571380 4.77 4.29 4.32 4.32 4.55
4.82 96/1193 4.91 4.41 4.02 4.05 4.82
4.20 61971172 4.43 4.08 4.15 4.24 4.20
4.00 856/1182 4.33 4.31 4.35 4.42 4.00
4.20 798/1170 4.43 4.35 4.38 4.49 4.20
4.00 ****/ 800 4.67 4.22 4.06 4.12 ****
2 . OO ****/ 189 *hkAhk E = = 3 4 . 34 4 . 26 E = = 3
2 . 00 ****/ 192 E = = E = = 4 . 34 4 . 20 E = =
1 . 00 ****/ 186 E = = E = = 4 . 48 4 . 36 E = =
3 . 00 ****/ 187 E = = 3 *hkAhk 4 . 33 4 . ll E = = 3
3.00 ****/ 62 **** 4.86 4.56 4.21 ****
3.00 ****/ @65 **** 4. 71 4.42 4.01 *F***
3.00 ****/ 64 **** 428 4.09 3.38 *F***

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 12
Under-grad 14 Non-major 2

##HH# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.92 133/1447 4.92 4.27 4.31 4.32 4.92
4.75 249/1447 4.75 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.75
4.83 20471241 4.83 4.41 4.33 4.33 4.83
4.58 402/1402 4.58 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.58
3.60 1125/1358 3.60 3.65 4.11 4.10 3.60
3.67 1050/1316 3.67 3.62 4.14 4.13 3.67
4.75 200/1427 4.75 3.91 4.19 4.15 4.75
4.67 95871447 4.67 4.47 4.69 4.65 4.67
4.80 117/1434 4.80 4.04 4.10 4.09 4.80
4.73 475/1387 4.73 4.39 4.46 4.44 4.73
4.92 475/1387 4.92 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.92
4.73 353/1386 4.73 4.27 4.32 4.30 4.73
4.91 15971380 4.91 4.29 4.32 4.32 4.91
4.83 89/1193 4.83 4.41 4.02 4.05 4.83
4.14 648/1172 4.14 4.08 4.15 4.24 4.14
4.29 723/1182 4.29 4.31 4.35 4.42 4.29
4.57 538/1170 4.57 4.35 4.38 4.49 4.57
5.00 ****/ 800 **** 4.22 4.06 4.12 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 12
Under-grad 12 Non-major 0

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
1.80 1447/1447 1.80 4.27 4.31 4.32 1.80
2.27 1440/1447 2.27 4.23 4.27 4.23 2.27
3.00 ****/1241 **** A 41 A4.33 4.33 Fx**
2.71 138571402 2.71 4.21 4.24 4.24 2.71
2.00 135271358 2.00 3.65 4.11 4.10 2.00
2.00 1310/1316 2.00 3.62 4.14 4.13 2.00
2.62 139571427 2.62 3.91 4.19 4.15 2.62
3.13 1440/1447 3.13 4.47 4.69 4.65 3.13
2.08 1424/1434 2.08 4.04 4.10 4.09 2.08
2.57 1374/1387 2.57 4.39 4.46 4.44 2.57
3.87 1342/1387 3.87 4.70 4.73 4.71 3.87
2.80 1345/1386 2.80 4.27 4.32 4.30 2.80
2.20 136971380 2.20 4.29 4.32 4.32 2.20
3.33 102271193 3.33 4.41 4.02 4.05 3.33
2.75 1138/1172 2.75 4.08 4.15 4.24 2.75
4.00 856/1182 4.00 4.31 4.35 4.42 4.00
3.50 1070/1170 3.50 4.35 4.38 4.49 3.50
1.67 ****/ 800 **** 4.22 4.06 4.12 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 13
Under-grad 15 Non-major 2

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 3 o©
o O o 1 2
5 0 0 0 O
5 0 0 0 O
1 0 0O o0 2
0O 0O O 3 o©
0O 0O O o0 2
o 0O o 1 2
0O 0O O o0 2
o o0 o 1 3
o 0O o 2 2
o 0O O o0 1
o 0O O o0 1
o 0O O o0 1
1 0 0O o0 1

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

PONEDN
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Title IRC Fellows Topics
Instructor: McDonald,David
Enrol Iment: 10
Questionnaires: 6
Questions
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
8. How many times was class cancelled
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
4. Were special techniques successful
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 5
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 105871447 3.67 4.27 4.31 4.32 4.00
4.33 766/1447 3.67 4.23 4.27 4.23 4.33
5.00 ****/1241 **** 441 4.33 4.33 F***
5.00 ****/1402 4.33 4.21 4.24 4.24 F***
4.50 107971447 4.75 4.47 4.69 4.65 4.50
4.00 849/1434 3.25 4.04 4.10 4.09 4.00
4.50 798/1387 3.58 4.39 4.46 4.44 4.50
4.00 1320/1387 4.00 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.00
4.50 607/1386 3.75 4.27 4.32 4.30 4.50
3.75 116971380 3.04 4.29 4.32 4.32 3.75
3.80 81371193 3.40 4.41 4.02 4.05 3.80
4.67 282/1172 4.08 4.08 4.15 4.24 4.67
4.67 430/1182 4.08 4.31 4.35 4.42 4.67
4.67 480/1170 3.58 4.35 4.38 4.49 4.67
4.50 195/ 800 4.50 4.22 4.06 4.12 4.50

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 6
Under-grad 6 Non-major 0

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Title IRC Fellows Topics
Instructor: McDonald,David
Enrollment: 10
Questionnaires: 3
Questions
General

1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course

2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals

4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals

7. Was the grading system clearly explained

8. How many times was class cancelled

9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

[eNeNoNoNe]

1
1
1

RPOOOO

0
0
0

Frequencies

1 2 3 4
1 0 0 1
1 0 1 o
0O 0 1 o0
o o0 1 1
0O 0O o0 O
1 0 0 1
1 0 1 1
o o0 1 1
1 0 0 2
1 0 2 ©O
1 0 0 oO
o o0 1 1
o o0 1 1
o 1 1 O

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Required for Majors

Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
4_ Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.33 136971447 3.67 4.27 4.31 4.32 3.33
3.00 1400/1447 3.67 4.23 4.27 4.23 3.00
4.33 68571402 4.33 4.21 4.24 4.24 4.33
4.00 97171427 4.00 3.91 4.19 4.15 4.00
5.00 171447 4.75 4.47 4.69 4.65 5.00
2.50 1407/1434 3.25 4.04 4.10 4.09 2.50
2.67 1369/1387 3.58 4.39 4.46 4.44 2.67
4.00 132071387 4.00 4.70 4.73 4.71 4.00
3.00 1328/1386 3.75 4.27 4.32 4.30 3.00
2.33 1363/1380 3.04 4.29 4.32 4.32 2.33
3.00 1087/1193 3.40 4.41 4.02 4.05 3.00
3.50 999/1172 4.08 4.08 4.15 4.24 3.50
3.50 1078/1182 4.08 4.31 4.35 4.42 3.50
2.50 116371170 3.58 4.35 4.38 4.49 2.50

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 2
Under-grad 3 Non-major 1

#i#H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

NFFPNFRPOOOO

RPRRRPR
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o o0 1 2 4
o 1 o 3 3
2 0 1 o0 4
o 1 0o 1 1
1 1 1 o0 3
o 1 o 1 3
o 2 1 1 3
0O 0O O 6 4
0O 0O O 2 5
o 1 o0 2 1
o 1 o0 o0 2
o 1 o0 2 2
o 1 1 1 2
o 1 o0 o0 1
o 1 o0 0 o
o 1 0 o0 o
o 1 o0 o0 o
1 1 0 0 O

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
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Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

ANUTOOOOOO

OoO~N~NO

A O1TOTO

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.15 963/1447 4.15 4.27 4.31 4.43 4.15
4.00 105371447 4.00 4.23 4.27 4.31 4.00
4.36 692/1241 4.36 4.41 4.33 4.41 4.36
4.46 54271402 4.46 4.21 4.24 4.34 4.46
4.09 751/1358 4.09 3.65 4.11 4.15 4.09
4.18 681/1316 4.18 3.62 4.14 4.27 4.18
3.67 120171427 3.67 3.91 4.19 4.20 3.67
3.67 1426/1447 3.67 4.47 4.69 4.72 3.67
4.18 712/1434 4.18 4.04 4.10 4.17 4.18
4.25 103971387 4.25 4.39 4.46 4.48 4.25
4.50 1143/1387 4.50 4.70 4.73 4.76 4.50
4.17 953/1386 4.17 4.27 4.32 4.34 4.17
4.08 100371380 4.08 4.29 4.32 4.34 4.08
4.58 236/1193 4.58 4.41 4.02 4.00 4.58
4.33 521/1172 4.33 4.08 4.15 4.25 4.33
4.33 691/1182 4.33 4.31 4.35 4.49 4.33
4.33 710/1170 4.33 4.35 4.38 4.51 4.33
4.20 366/ 800 4.20 4.22 4.06 4.19 4.20

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 10
Under-grad 13 Non-major 3

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.92 133/1447 4.96 4.27 4.31 4.43
4.75 249/1447 4.71 4.23 4.27 4.31
5.00 171241 5.00 4.41 4.33 4.41
4.83 14371402 4.75 4.21 4.24 4.34
4.92 78/1358 4.96 3.65 4.11 4.15
4.83 112/1316 4.75 3.62 4.14 4.27
4.75 200/1427 4.54 3.91 4.19 4.20
4.92 436/1447 4.63 4.47 4.69 4.72
4.78 141/1434 4.79 4.04 4.10 4.17
4.73 475/1387 4.86 4.39 4.46 4.48
5.00 171387 5.00 4.70 4.73 4.76
4.82 241/1386 4.84 4.27 4.32 4.34
4.91 159/1380 4.88 4.29 4.32 4.34
5.00 171193 5.00 4.41 4.02 4.00
4.78 20371172 4.81 4.08 4.15 4.25
5.00 171182 5.00 4.31 4.35 4.49
5.00 171170 5.00 4.35 4.38 4.51
4.63 150/ 800 4.15 4.22 4.06 4.19
5.00 1/ 66 5.00 4.79 4.58 4.87
5.00 1/ 62 5.00 4.86 4.56 4.80
5.00 1/ 58 5.00 4.71 4.41 4.59
5.00 1/ 65 5.00 4.71 4.42 4.55
4.90 13/ 64 4.90 4.28 4.09 4.43
5.00 ****/ 38 **** 225 4.49 4.68
5.00 ****/ 36 **** 3.25 4.25 4.42
5 . 00 ****/ 28 *kkk *kkk 4 52 4 . 72
5 . 00 ****/ 30 *kkk *kkk 4 . 30 4 . 38
Type Majors
Graduate 4 Major

Under-grad 8 Non-major

##H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Title Seminar:Art Hist & The Baltimore County
Instructor: Durant,Mark R Spring 2010
Enrol Iment: 12
Questionnaires: 12 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O o0 o 1 11
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O o 3 9
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 7 O O O o 5
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O O O o0 o 2 10
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O O 0 1 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 O O O O 2 10
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o o o o 3 9
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O o0 o 1 11
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 3 0 0O 0O 0 2 7
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0O O o 1 1 9
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0O O o0 11
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 o0 o o o 2 9
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0O O o0 1 10
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 0O O O O o0 11
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 3 o0 o o o 2 7
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 3 0 0 O o0 o 9
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 3 0 0 O o0 o 9
4. Were special techniques successful 3 1 0 0 1 1 6
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 2 0O O O O o0 10
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 2 0 0 0 o0 o0 10
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 o0 o0 10
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 2 0O O O OO o0 10
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 2 O O o0 o 1 9
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 11 O O O o0 o 1
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 11 O O O o0 o 1
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 11 o0 o o0 o o0 1
4. To what degree could you discuss your evaluations 11 O O O o0 o 1
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 11 O O O o0 o 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 0 A 8 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 4 3.50-4.00 6 F 1 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 1
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General
. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learn
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectivene

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understandin

abhwbNPF

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussio
Were special techniques successful

AWNPF

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attentio
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

abhwNPE

NR

1

1

1

1

1

ed 1
1

1

Ss 2
0

0

0

0

[s] 0
1

1

n 1
1

6

n 6
6

6

6

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 0 o
o 0O O o0 2
4 0 O 0 oO
0O 0O O o0 2
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 2
o 0O o 2 o
O 0O O o 4
0O 0O O o0 1
o 0 O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 1
0O 0O O o0 1
o 0 O o0 o
o 0O O o0 1
o 0 O o0 o
o 0 O o0 o
3 1 0 0 oO
0O 0O O 0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O 0 1

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grad

es

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171447 4.96 4.27 4.31 4.43
4.67 352/1447 4.71 4.23 4.27 4.31
5.00 171241 5.00 4.41 4.33 4.41
4.67 31471402 4.75 4.21 4.24 4.34
5.00 171358 4.96 3.65 4.11 4.15
4.67 239/1316 4.75 3.62 4.14 4.27
4.33 680/1427 4.54 3.91 4.19 4.20
4.33 120271447 4.63 4.47 4.69 4.72
4.80 117/1434 4.79 4.04 4.10 4.17
5.00 171387 4.86 4.39 4.46 4.48
5.00 171387 5.00 4.70 4.73 4.76
4.86 194/1386 4.84 4.27 4.32 4.34
4.86 216/1380 4.88 4.29 4.32 4.34
5.00 171193 5.00 4.41 4.02 4.00
4.83 163/1172 4.81 4.08 4.15 4.25
5.00 171182 5.00 4.31 4.35 4.49
5.00 171170 5.00 4.35 4.38 4.51
3.67 612/ 800 4.15 4.22 4.06 4.19
4.00 ****/ 66 5.00 4.79 4.58 4.87
5.00 ****/ 62 5.00 4.86 4.56 4.80
5.00 ****/ 58 5.00 4.71 4.41 4.59
5.00 ****/ 65 5.00 4.71 4.42 4.55
4.00 ****/ 64 4.90 4.28 4.09 4.43

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major
Under-grad 7 Non-major

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

AORLPNMNRFRPOOOO
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3
0O 0 1 O
0O 0O o0 O
15 0 0 O
1 0 0 oO
4 2 0 2
1 0 0 oO
0O 1 1 5
0O 0 o0 o
0O 0 o0 1
o o0 1 1
0O 0O o0 o
0O 0O o0 O
0O 0O o0 4
8 0 0 2
0o 1 o0 1
0o 1 o0 3
o 1 o0 1
6 0 0 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

=
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Required for Majors 18

N =T TOO
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General
Electives

Other

0

0

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.74 33171447 4.74 4.27 4.31 4.43 4.74
4.63 389/1447 4.63 4.23 4.27 4.31 4.63
475 Fx*X[1241  Fx** 4 41 4.33 4.41  FRR*
4.72 24971402 4.72 4.21 4.24 4.34 4.72
3.93 89371358 3.93 3.65 4.11 4.15 3.93
4.69 221/1316 4.69 3.62 4.14 4.27 4.69
3.67 120171427 3.67 3.91 4.19 4.20 3.67
4.37 118271447 4.37 4.47 4.69 4.72 4.37
4.60 278/1434 4.60 4.04 4.10 4.17 4.60
4.56 712/1387 4.56 4.39 4.46 4.48 4.56
4.94 36971387 4.94 4.70 4.73 4.76 4.94
4.69 405/1386 4.69 4.27 4.32 4.34 4.69
4.25 887/1380 4.25 4.29 4.32 4.34 4.25
4.00 652/1193 4.00 4.41 4.02 4.00 4.00
4.50 377/1172 4.50 4.08 4.15 4.25 4.50
4.00 856/1182 4.00 4.31 4.35 4.49 4.00
4.33 710/1170 4.33 4.35 4.38 4.51 4.33
4.33 290/ 800 4.33 4.22 4.06 4.19 4.33

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 18
Under-grad 19 Non-major 1

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.45 65471447 4.45 4.27 4.31 4.43 4.45
4.27 83471447 4.27 4.23 4.27 4.31 4.27
4.60 ****/1241 *x** 4 41 4.33 4,41 FRR*
3.89 108871402 3.89 4.21 4.24 4.34 3.89
3.67 ****/1358 **** 3. 65 4.11 4.15 ****
4.80 ****/1316 **** 3.62 4.14 4.27 F***
3.81 1137/1427 3.81 3.91 4.19 4.20 3.81
4.05 1349/1447 4.05 4.47 4.69 4.72 4.05
4.27 623/1434 4.27 4.04 4.10 4.17 4.27
4.06 1160/1387 4.06 4.39 4.46 4.48 4.06
4.71 934/1387 4.71 4.70 4.73 4.76 4.71
4.12 997/1386 4.12 4.27 4.32 4.34 4.12
4.35 79971380 4.35 4.29 4.32 4.34 4.35
3.62 921/1193 3.62 4.41 4.02 4.00 3.62
4.21 607/1172 4.21 4.08 4.15 4.25 4.21
4.14 80371182 4.14 4.31 4.35 4.49 4.14
4.36 695/1170 4.36 4.35 4.38 4.51 4.36
4.25 335/ 800 4.25 4.22 4.06 4.19 4.25

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 19
Under-grad 22 Non-major 3

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o O o o 3 6
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O o 1 3 7
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 116 0 0 O 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0o 4 1 1 5 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 019 0 1 o0 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 16 0 0 o0 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 6 1 0 3 9
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O O o0 0 21
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 6 1 0 0 3 5
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 4 0 2 0 1 7
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 5 0 0 0 o0 5
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 5 0 1 o0 2 7
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 5 0 0 1 2 4
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 6 3 2 0 2 6
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 8 0 0O 1 2 4
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 8 0 O 1 2 5
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 8 0 O 1 1 4
4. Were special techniques successful 9 5 0 0 1 4
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 9 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 6
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 9 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 4
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

POOOOOOOO
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O 1 o
3 0 0 1 1
1 0 o 1 3
6 0 2 0 2
11 o0 o0 1 o
o o0 1 3 2
o 0O O o0 1
1 o0 o 1 2
o 0O 1 o0 3
o 0O o 1 1
o o o 2 3
o o0 1 o0 3
1 0 o o 3
o 0O O o0 3
0O 0O O o0 2
o o0 o 1 1
9 0 1 o0 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171447 5.00 4.27 4.31 4.43 5.00
4.87 145/1447 4.87 4.23 4.27 4.31 4.87
4.75 28271241 4.75 4.41 4.33 4.41 4.75
4.64 336/1402 4.64 4.21 4.24 4.34 4.64
4.11 736/1358 4.11 3.65 4.11 4.15 4.11
4.50 392/1316 4.50 3.62 4.14 4.27 4.50
4.27 763/1427 4.27 3.91 4.19 4.20 4.27
4.93 339/1447 4.93 4.47 4.69 4.72 4.93
4.69 206/1434 4.69 4.04 4.10 4.17 4.69
4.60 656/1387 4.60 4.39 4.46 4.48 4.60
4.80 784/1387 4.80 4.70 4.73 4.76 4.80
4.53 577/1386 4.53 4.27 4.32 4.34 4.53
4.60 54971380 4.60 4.29 4.32 4.34 4.60
4.79 11271193 4.79 4.41 4.02 4.00 4.79
4.70 261/1172 4.70 4.08 4.15 4.25 4.70
4.80 30371182 4.80 4.31 4.35 4.49 4.80
4.70 459/1170 4.70 4.35 4.38 4.51 4.70
2.00 ****/ 800 **** 4.22 4.06 4.19 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 12
Under-grad 15 Non-major 3

#i#H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 488 01

Title Adv Topics:Aim
Instructor: Dyer,Eric
Enrollment: 13

Questionnaires: 8
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Questions

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture

. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared

Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned

Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion

. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
- Were all students actively encouraged to participate
. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2010

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0 1 1 4
0O 0O O 1 &6
7 0 1 o0 O
0O 0 1 0 5
o 2 1 3 2
6 1 0 0 O
o o0 1 3 2
o o o 1 7
o 0 1 o0 4
o o0 o 1 1
0O 0O O o0 o
o O o 1 3
o o0 o 2 2
1 0 0O o0 o
0O 0 o0 1
o o0 o 1 1
o 0O O o0 3

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

118271447 3.88
105371447 4.00
976/1402 4.00
1336/1358 2.63
121971427 3.63
1407/1447 3.88
849/1434 4.00
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Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 8
Under-grad 8 Non-major 0

###H#t - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 489 01

University of Maryland

Page
JUN 28,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.80 25471447 4.12 4.27 4.31 4.43
5.00 171447 4.25 4.23 4.27 4.31
5.00 171241 5.00 4.41 4.33 4.41
5.00 171402 4.34 4.21 4.24 4.34
5.00 171427 4.17 3.91 4.19 4.20
4.00 1361/1447 4.60 4.47 4.69 4.72
5.00 171434 4.50 4.04 4.10 4.17
4.75 429/1387 4.42 4.39 4.46 4.48
5.00 171387 4.87 4.70 4.73 4.76
4.75 316/1386 4.31 4.27 4.32 4.34
5.00 171380 4.37 4.29 4.32 4.34
5.00 171193 4.60 4.41 4.02 4.00
4.80 181/1172 4.44 4.08 4.15 4.25
4.80 30371182 4.66 4.31 4.35 4.49
5.00 171170 4.60 4.35 4.38 4.51
5.00 ****/ 800 4.13 4.22 4.06 4.19
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 5 Non-major

###H#t - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Title Senior Projects Baltimore County
Instructor: Durant,Mark R Spring 2010
Enrol Iment: 21
Questionnaires: 5 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O o0 o 1 4
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 O O O O o 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 3 0 0O 0 o 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 o O O o0 4
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 1 o0 O o0 o0 4
8. How many times was class cancelled o 0O o o0 2 1 2
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 O O O O o 4
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 o0 O o 1 3
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 O O O O o 14
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 O O O o 1 3
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0O O o o 4
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 0 O O o o 4
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned O O O o0 o 1 4
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate o 0O o O o0 1 4
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0O 0O O O o o0 5
4_ Were special techniques successful 0O 4 0 O 0 o 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 4 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: ART 489 02

Title Senior Projects
Instructor: Cook,Cathy
Enrol Iment: 20

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2010

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 5 5
o 1 o 1 4
14 0 O 1 ©O
1 1 o0 2 3
11 o0 0 4 ©
4 1 0 6 2
2 o0 1 2 3
o 0O O o0 3
0O 0O O 1 5
o o0 o 2 3
o 0O O o0 1
o O o 1 3
o o0 o 1 3
o o0 o0 2 2
o o0 o 2 1
o 0O O o0 2
o o0 1 o0 1
4 1 0 0 oO

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 105871447 4.12 4.27 4.31 4.43 4.00
4.33 766/1447 4.25 4.23 4.27 4.31 4.33
3.00 ****/1241 5.00 4.41 4.33 4.41 F***
4.21 807/1402 4.34 4.21 4.24 4.34 4.21
3.00 129171358 3.50 3.65 4.11 4.15 3.00
3.36 1188/1316 3.43 3.62 4.14 4.27 3.36
4.23 799/1427 4.17 3.91 4.19 4.20 4.23
4.80 754/1447 4.60 4.47 4.69 4.72 4.80
4.50 341/1434 4.50 4.04 4.10 4.17 4.50
4.36 941/1387 4.42 4.39 4.46 4.48 4.36
4.91 528/1387 4.87 4.70 4.73 4.76 4.91
4.50 607/1386 4.31 4.27 4.32 4.34 4.50
4.55 615/1380 4.37 4.29 4.32 4.34 4.55
4.45 332/1193 4.60 4.41 4.02 4.00 4.45
4.38 487/1172 4.44 4.08 4.15 4.25 4.38
4.75 347/1182 4.66 4.31 4.35 4.49 4.75
4.50 576/1170 4.60 4.35 4.38 4.51 4.50
4.00 423/ 800 4.13 4.22 4.06 4.19 4.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 15
Under-grad 15 Non-major 0

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 489 03

Title Senior Projects

Instructor:

Sturgeon,John

Enrollment: 8

Questionnaires: 7

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2010

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
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Frequencies

1 2 3 4
o 2 2 O
o 2 1 3
o 1 o0 3
o o0 1 2
o 1 1 1
1 1 1 3
0O 0O o0 o
o o0 2 2
o o0 2 2
o 0 o0 2
1 0 1 2
2 0 0 2
o 1 o0 1
o 1 o0 3
o o0 1 2
o o0 1 3
o o0 1 1
0O 0O o0 oO
0O 1 0 o0

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
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General

Electives

Other

Page
JUN 28,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.57 131871447 4.12 4.27 4.31 4.43
3.43 134471447 4.25 4.23 4.27 4.31
3.80 113971402 4.34 4.21 4.24 4.34
4.00 799/1358 3.50 3.65 4.11 4.15
3.50 1134/1316 3.43 3.62 4.14 4.27
3.29 1325/1427 4.17 3.91 4.19 4.20
5.00 171447 4.60 4.47 4.69 4.72
4.00 849/1434 4.50 4.04 4.10 4.17
4.14 111871387 4.42 4.39 4.46 4.48
4.71 919/1387 4.87 4.70 4.73 4.76
3.67 1220/1386 4.31 4.27 4.32 4.34
3.57 1226/1380 4.37 4.29 4.32 4.34
4.33 420/1193 4.60 4.41 4.02 4.00
4.14 648/1172 4.44 4.08 4.15 4.25
4.43 621/1182 4.66 4.31 4.35 4.49
4.29 745/1170 4.60 4.35 4.38 4.51
4.25 335/ 800 4.13 4.22 4.06 4.19
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 7 Non-major

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 492 01

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2010

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 144
JUN 28, 2010
Job IRBR3029

RPRRRR

www

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O o0 4
o o o 2 3
4 0 O 0 1
1 1 1 1 O
0O 0O O 0 1
o 0O O o0 3
0O 0O O o0 1
o 0 O o0 o
o o0 o 1 3
o 1 1 0 2
0O 0O O o0 1
o 1 o0 o0 o
o 0O O 2 o
o 0O o 1 1

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Title Topics:Art Or Media 11
Instructor: Rosenberg,Jason
Enrol Iment: 9
Questionnaires: 6
Questions
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
7. Was the grading system clearly explained
8. How many times was class cancelled
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 0
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171447 5.00 4.27 4.31 4.43 5.00
4.33 766/1447 4.33 4.23 4.27 4.31 4.33
3.83 1120/1402 3.83 4.21 4.24 4.34 3.83
4.00 ****/1358 **** 3 65 4.11 4.15 F***
2.75 1378/1427 2.75 3.91 4.19 4.20 2.75
4.83 673/1447 4.83 4.47 4.69 4.72 4.83
4.50 341/1434 4.50 4.04 4.10 4.17 4.50
4.80 353/1387 4.80 4.39 4.46 4.48 4.80
5.00 171387 5.00 4.70 4.73 4.76 5.00
4.00 104771386 4.00 4.27 4.32 4.34 4.00
3.20 130371380 3.20 4.29 4.32 4.34 3.20
4.80 100/1193 4.80 4.41 4.02 4.00 4.80
3.67 925/1172 3.67 4.08 4.15 4.25 3.67
3.67 1037/1182 3.67 4.31 4.35 4.49 3.67
4.00 864/1170 4.00 4.35 4.38 4.51 4.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 6
Under-grad 6 Non-major 0

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ART 640 01

Title Imaging & Digital Stud
Instructor: Sturgeon,John
Enrol Iment: 10

Questionnaires: 8 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2010

Frequencies
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

NRRRPRE [eNeoNeoNe] [eleNeoNoNe)

ENIENIENIENEEN

oOOoONAMRFRPODMOO
[eNeoNoNooloNoNoNa]
[eNeoNoNooloNoNoNa]
OOREFPNOORO
CORFRPONWNNW

[ejoNoNeoNe)
[ejoNoNeoNe)
RPOOOO
RRrROO
RPNR P

~hOOO
[cNeoNoNe]
[cNeoNoNe]
rOOO
oONWE

[cNeoNoNoNa]
POOOO
[eNeNoNoNa]
OOoORroOoo
ABANNMDW

[cNeNoNoNa]
[cNeNoNoNa]
[cNeNoNoNa]
[cNeNoNoNa]
[eNeNoNoNa]

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

N~NwNNOIN OO

PWho b wo o~ oo ~NOg

RPRRPRR

POSADDIIEDDD
o
o

DA DAD ADADMDD
(o]
w

WhADAD
SN
w

W= TTOO
NOOOOOON

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page
JUN 28,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.63 45271447 4.63 4.27 4.31 4.46
4.50 53271447 4.50 4.23 4.27 4.30
4.50 541/1241 4.50 4.41 4.33 4.38
4.63 35871402 4.63 4.21 4.24 4.29
4.00 79971358 4.00 3.65 4.11 4.26
4.33 54971316 4.33 3.62 4.14 4.34
4.40 596/1427 4.40 3.91 4.19 4.25
5.00 171447 5.00 4.47 4.69 4.74
4.29 60071434 4.29 4.04 4.10 4.21
4.63 626/1387 4.63 4.39 4.46 4.51
4.88 60471387 4.88 4.70 4.73 4.81
4.63 48371386 4.63 4.27 4.32 4.43
4.50 65971380 4.50 4.29 4.32 4.38
4.25 478/1193 4.25 4.41 4.02 4.02
4.88 141/1172 4.88 4.08 4.15 4.32
4.63 470/1182 4.63 4.31 4.35 4.46
4.75 390/1170 4.75 4.35 4.38 4.52
4.50 195/ 800 4.50 4.22 4.06 4.10
4.57 43/ 66 4.57 4.79 4.58 4.71
4.71 38/ 62 4.71 4.86 4.56 4.69
4.43 36/ 58 4.43 4.71 4.41 4.75
4.43 42/ 65 4.43 4.71 4.42 4.64
3.67 46/ 64 3.67 4.28 4.09 4.18
5.00 ****/ 38 **** 225 4.49 4.77
5.00 ****/ 36 **** 325 4.25 4.39
5 . 00 ****/ 28 E = = E = = 4 . 52 4 . 83
5 . 00 ****/ 30 E = = E = = 4 . 30 4 . 66
Type Majors
Graduate 3 Major

Under-grad 5 Non-major

##H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



